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Speech of Laurette Onkelinx, Deputy Prime Ministerand Minister of Social Affairs and
Public Health, Belgium

Mr Chairman,
Dear André Frédéric,
Ladies and Gentlemen

My thanks to FECRIS for bringing us together tacdss a societal phenomenon
unfortunately still very much in the news theseday

The society in which we live, with its economicsas, its crises of values, its vio-
lence, its obsessive individualism, its naggingeutainties in the face of insecurity, is very
destabilising for individuals.

Contemporary society can be disorienting and deeefdr some of us, seemingly un-
able to come up with answers to these apparergbiuble problems.

And this makes fertile ground for the worries anelaknesses that cultist movements
build on.

Such movements, with their touch of irrationalisyrrounded in mystery, occultism,
practising strange rites, or conversely adoptimgseudo-scientific discourse, are keen to at-
tract individuals demanding answers to the malardears they feel.

Among such a target cohort, we find above all peoptakened by illness and who
maybe feel lost or without any perspective or hope.

Cultist movements, gurus, pseudo-healers, pselgtajilsts or pseudo-scientists —
under whatever title they conceal their dangeratisides — manipulate and abuse the weak-
nesses of such easy prey, with sometimes dran@igequences.

I've spent a long time fighting these harmful oligations.

Some eighteen years ago, at that time as Ministedocation, | initiated a number of
awareness-raising campaigns against cultist movesnercluding the campaignGourou,
gare a tof (Guru, watch out). | also fought against “seaarschools” whose aim it was to
get children out of state schools and into privagitutions, shutting them off from the out-
side world.

At a later date, as Minister of Justice, | pushe@dugh amendments to the Criminal
Code aimed at punishing people who abused the ageeror weakness of others. My aim
here was to facilitate the fight against cultistveiments.

We also improved the way the Belgian Observatory $ach matters — the
CIAOSN/Centre d'Information et d'Avis sur les orgations sectaires nuisiblabé Informa-
tion and Advisory Centre on Harmful Sectarian Ongationg — functioned.

Now, as Minister of Public Health, what | am seemthat sectarian movements are
developing strongly in this field.

This is unfortunately confirmed by the specialistshis matter, including the Belgian
CIAOSN and the French MIVILUDES, which report thatrrently sectarian movements in
the field of health make up nearly 25% of notifioat received. This is the reason why | have
put patient protection on the top of my list ofggiiies for this legislation.

We need to take action against thgetapeutesas MIVILUDES calls them: people
who, whether maliciously or irresponsibly, benéfd@m legal loopholes or patient weakness
to cause considerable harm to already destabiisegdle.

In this sense, together with the Belgian ChambeRepresentatives, we have intro-
duced a legal framework for the exercise of psydi@py, establishing strict requirements in
terms of training and quality of care for gainingcieeditation as a psychotherapist and the
licence to practise psychotherapy.

Up to now, this sector was not regulated and, @salt of soaring demand for mental
healthcare, proved to be fertile ground for seatamovements.



Without the law, anybody could call himself a psyttterapist. A great danger!

Several manifestations of sectarian movements faregxample, very active in the
fields of psychiatry and psychotherapy.

This legal framework is set to be adopted this wétegroposes the licensing of seri-
ous and trustworthy professionals and greater piaesicy for patients turning to them.

I have similarly initiated the enforcement of a y&ar-old law on non-conventional
practices.

The goal here is to set the requirements needirfgetmet to practise the following
disciplines: homeopathy, osteopathy, chiropractie@and acupuncture. Here again, we also
need greater transparency and better patient piatec

My goal — and here | agree with the discussionthefBelgian College of Physicians
at a symposium held recently on the topic — istaaiphold “official” medicine, thereby re-
jecting all other forms of practice. Alongside centional medicine — which is by no means
an exact science and which is in a constant sfatevelopment and self-questioning — there
is room for complementary practices supportingtgepss well-being.

The law allows more action to be taken againsttmag which are supposedly alterna-
tives to conventional medicine and whose practéisrare out to completely isolate their “pa-
tients” (i.e. “victims”) from conventional care, thia view to excluding them from society
and being better able to subject them.

These two issues, mental health and non-conventpyaatices, have been identified
in the context of the work of FECRIS as the pripofields of action of sectarian movements.

Moreover, when my ministry or | find ourselves camited with movements with sec-
tarian tendencies, as was the case with “totalogigl | systematically instruct the govern-
ment departments within my competence to denouheeréprehensible machinations of
health professionals or persons claiming to be sadfe competent authorities: the public
prosecutor, colleges or chambers, the police, thgom etc.

However, though these bodies in most cases showtthest diligence, their lack of
means of action regularly lead to an admissionetflessness.

In a number of cases, we have seen that court @rdougs initiated against them have
come to nothing - something that is not acceptable.

Ladies and gentlemen, there's still a lot to beed@md it's a fight requiring persever-
ance.

Cultist/sectarian currents are constantly develpmnd changing form. When one
road is blocked, they just change their field dihaty, though always with the same underly-
ing intention — Approach-Seduction-Subjection —,atdhe end of the day, the same harmful
effect.

In my opinion, it is absolutely necessary to hawkehbate at national level on this, with
the aim of getting the various competent bodiesvtok better with each other and to
strengthen their means of action (public autha@jtenlleges and chambers, judicial bodies,
scientific observatories, etc.).

One example of an initiative underlining this nestgswas the symposium held last
year by the SPF Public Health on the developmergeatarian movements in the field of
healthcare, which ended with an action plan whibbge | shall still be able to present during
the present legislative period.

| am also of the opinion that we need better comtibn at international level, where
certain sectarian movements are one step ahead of terms of presence in international
forums, and lobbying at this level.

In this vein, today's conference similarly underfrthe need of taking action.

I look forward to proposals for new initiatives.



Thank you for all your work up to now. Rest assuteain well aware how difficult it
is to work against these dark forces threatenieghialth and dignity of too many of our fel-
low citizens.

Thank you for your attention.

Laurette Onkelinx

An attack on the equal opportunities of recovery

Laurent Chambaud
Director of the EHESP French School of Public HeglRennes, France)

Analysing the impact of sectarian movements onthesjuality and the loss of recovery op-
portunities is no easy undertaking. | will not bettmg forward an approach allowing us to
categorise therapies between those whichagpeori dangerous and those not. Such an ap-
proach has already been tried by MIVILUDES, by agg@ns supporting victims of sectar-
ian movements and by parliamentary enquiries. Il attempt instead to associate these sec-
tarian attempts with new health paradigms, usitg ¢bntext to analyse the concept of "loss
of opportunity”. | will then move on to highlighbheé specific new aspects of health informa-
tion. Winding up, | will focus on the particular @kenges in the field of training health sys-
tem managers in France.

Health: a concept in motion, practices in evolution

Over the past few decades, health has moved frenprikate field into the public spotlight.
The media are constantly on the lookout for anytromersy on health safety, a large number
of magazines regularly come up with surveys clgsgif hospitals and clinics, highlighting
the nutritional benefits of this or that moleculef@odstuff, or revealing the benefits of “natu-
ral” therapies or “alternative medicirte”

At the same time, over the last twenty years ovedave been seeing a major paradigm shift
with regard to health, the result of a threefoldedepment:

- First, the epidemiological transition, a techniam used to denote the radical change
in the nature of health problems in numerous caemtrChronic conditions have
replaced acute infectious diseases, leading tali@alachange in public expectations
vis-a-vis healthcare — and population ageing iatfyeccentuating this trend.

- Secondly, the belief that the healthcare systenidcsaolve all of the planet's health
problems peaked in the 1960's and 70's with thdieation of smallpox, declared

> For example, in the 30 May 2013 issue of Le Pdthese extraordinary forms of medicine: even thegials
are taking them up.”
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officially extinct in 1980. Yet, since then, the deb has been disputed, allowing the
emergence of a real discourse over public healith@émphasises the determinants of
good health and aims to tackle the societal canfsegmny health problems, as well as
health inequality. However, it is likely that anethway of disputing the bio-medical
model has gained fertile ground in the developmantlternatives to “official”
medicine. We have seen a proliferation of all thaseents offering a “holistic” vision
of disease and health, highlighting the specifid amdividual character of each
diagnosis and wanting to re-establish harmony batweach individual and his
environment. It is interesting to note that thisien is very close to a definition of
health often quoted in public health, a definitamined by René Dubos: “a physical or
mental state relatively free from discomfort anffesing and allowing the individual
to function as efficiently and as long as possibl@n environment where chance or
choice have placed hith

- Finally, the advance in patients' rights, a cortstarall industrialised countries. On
this point, the 2002 law has enabled France tohcapcwith the work done in many
other countries. It is also interesting to notd three of the three pillars of the roadmap
announced by the Ministry for the national heatthtegy refers to patients' rights and
the need to provide the public with information.Wéwver, this dimension includes a
paradoxical demand that each of us has: the disioe able to benefit from highly
specialised technologies, whatever the price aedpective of their usefulness, while
at the same time calling for a more human apprgacviding a comprehensive
overview of one's state of health and rejectingue of intensive medication.

In such an environment we need to study and irgethe growing impact of certain Cults or
gurus in the health field. Similarly, in this coxteve also need to analyse the concept of loss
of opportunity.

This concept of loss of opportunity plays an impottrole when wanting to tackle
health inequalities. We can't just reduce thishdffects of sectarian movements. In France,
the life expectancy of a worker is on average G/éss than that of a managévioreover,
seeing people spurn healthcare is a major coneceone than 15% of the adult population
spurned healthcare in the course of 2008

However, as regards sectarian movements, a fuidbtr emerges with regard to the
loss of opportunity: a refusal to benefit from diagtic or therapeutic practices, under the
influence of mind control, leading to choices natdgd by free will. This notion is evidently
difficult to appreciate, though it is omnipresemthealthcare and support: from prevention to
caring for a serious condition. Two examples cdp bs clarify the debate:

- In the field of prevention, vaccination has beeresiioned for several years now on
the basis of information pointing either to collusiwith pharmaceutical companies or
to a form of global conspiracy Yet non-vaccination heightens the risk of infeat
preventable through adequate vaccination. In summégext, are we just talking about
misleading information or are these associatioeshibme of people with real control
over their members?

- Examples related to cancer and lots of other chroanditions are well documented
and the subject of particular attention by MIVILUBEor other associations for
victims of sectarian movements, as highlightechim 2011-2012 MIVILUDES report

® Dubos R. (1985),.’Homme interrompuParis, Seuil.

"Insee Premiere NG. 1372 - October 2011

8 IRDES Spurning healthcare for financial reasonse@mnometric approacRuestions d’économie de la santé
No 170. November 2011

° As claimed, for example, on the websitéention-aux-vaccins-meurtrier.info
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on the penetration of sects/cults among vulneralderly. In this context, how can we
distinguish between the exploitation or even métreent regularly observed in such
vulnerable people, and the specific aspect of sactanovements?

Another point needing to be examined in detail iy @pinion is the recourse to “parallel”,
“‘complementary” or “alternative” medicine or ther@g There are several documents looking
in detail at such suspect or risky practices. Inmigd, it is important to be careful in this
field, as the risk of losing credibility throughilateral rejection becomes real, once the popu-
larity of such practices appears in an increasitayige slice of the population. Three factors
need to be considered in such an analysis:

- Firstly, the success of alternative therapiesesrdsult of the major increase in chronic
conditions, for which mainstream medicine in rgathly has few solutions. Though
regrettable, this is true.

- Secondly, the methods for assessing the benefitangftherapy are governed by
scientific rules based on experimentation, reprdulity and the categorisation of
diseases defined by mainstream medicine. It is ¢agy for those upholding therapies
often termed as holistic to circumvent these ruségting that they are not applicable
to processes taking “the person in his individuettisg” into account, and thus
eminently adjustable to individual situations.

- Last but not least, the reality of “medical powester present in our health servites
means that a way will always be found to contetdriahtive practices, which often
focus on their 'natural' character, on individugelom and listening to the patient,
something all too often missing in our healthcastem.

Recourse to increasingly varied alternative forms thus noper sebe interpreted as a risk

coming solely from sectarian movements, as it ¢@esl in hand with the growing popularity

of such forms, even if they are out of sync withegen in opposition to the recent achieve-
ments of evidence-based medicine. We thus needne wip with additional factors relating

to the objectivity of the loss of opportunity thgiuthe explicit rejection of proven diagnostic
or therapeutic practices and through a form of ntioidtrol leading to such rejection.

Health information: a powerful tool both for promoting sectarian/cultist movements and
for controlling them

Health information practices are changing. We caudn go so far as to say that they are
being revolutionised. The emergence of the Inteisistibstantially altering people's relation-
ship to health and disease. In such an environrttengbility of cults/sects to recruit potential
victims via the Web is obvious, especially as, galye speaking, the information there is not
verified and is often difficult to verify. The mas$ new information no longer allows any
prior control, even for websites committed to shogvresponsibility. Yet Internet is also a
way of reaching young people, those who may be masdy attracted when they do not have
the tools to control the sources of such infornmgtiar vulnerable people, particularly those
looking for solutions to their medical conditioragjdictions or disabilities that they have not
found with their healthcare professionals.

This finding leads to two major questions:

- Do we have any real chance to control this everegging mass of information?

19 Medical power in line with the still topical modéhe paternalistic clinical tradition. Cf. the afé of Janine
Barbot: “Soigner en situation de risque judiciaRefus de transfusion et responsabilité médicdted\(iding
care in a situation of legal risk. The refusal tavie a blood transfusion and medical responsib)liiBevue
francaise de science politique, 2008/6, p. 985-1014



- What role do public authorities play?

In my view, it is illusionary to try and controltaol whose very purpose is to get away from
all hegemonic will. Even if for commendable reasadhg volume, speed and extent of the
information needing to be monitored prevents umfaefining an effective policy. It is thus
reasonable and probably more effective, as recordateby the Senate's enquiry commis-
sion, to extend the intervention powers of theareti police's cyber-investigators.

As for the role of the public authorities, it ne¢dse a key role. At present it is insuf-
ficient. France sorely lacks a proactive policy pooviding its citizens with information on all
health matters. It took magazines publishing "&iaoh hospitals and clinics for the health
authorities to question the methods used to infoiti@ens with regard to the quality and
safety of healthcare. And even then, only in a weryd way. It took successive crises ques-
tioning drugs or health products for pharmacovigadata to be made public. It is of crucial
importance to move away from this purely defensiitéude and to give priority to providing
health information. The introduction of a publicalte information service, announced by the
Ministry of Health and Social Affairs in the contef the national health strategy's roadmap,
must be given top priority. In the context of swickervice, it would be possible to counteract
cultist/sectarian inroads into the health sectoe Néed collective success in making an au-
thoritative and legitimate information website dahble to everyone in Frante This is a ma-
jor challenge, but there's no getting round it.

The role of the public authorities however goeshieir. The issue of identifying cult-
ist/sectarian movements and learning individuakdiean of choice is related to our ability to
enhance psycho-social skills from an early ages Tieans that schools have a major role to
play. The opportunity to educate citizens whils@tool needs to be grasped. A further possi-
bility is offered by the recent law on restructgyithe school system, which stipulates for the
first time, that "measures to promote pupils' Healte a mission belonging to the national
education system® Doctors and nurses belonging to the national &ttt system are to
develop these measures. It would be nice to kn@actimtent of these measures, integrating
students' ability to withstand the approaches ofas@mn movements.

The training of healthcare managers

The EHESP trains a substantial proportion of oaitheare managers, via vocational courses
available within the public hospital system andt&tavil service. It thus needs to be able to
integrate a module raising their awareness to #wtth consequences of cultist/sectarian
movements, as these managers could well be fadadsuch problems in the exercise of their
professional duties.

As regards hospital managers, their role will maim¢, in conjunction with the nurs-
ing teams, to identify patients who, as membera ofiltist/sectarian group, refuse therapy or
care, with negative consequences for their healghhgsical integrity.

As regards State civil servants with the respohsilof supporting Regional Health Agencies
(health inspectors, social affairs inspectors, jgubéalth doctors and pharmacists, etc.), the
aim of the training should be to provide them with skills to advise authorities on measures
to be taken or behaviour to be adopted. We hawealese links to the control and inspection
missions these institutions have to carry out. Operational proposal would be to include
cultist/sectarian movements and their healthcamefiations in the training modules cover-
ing controls and inspections.

™ One interesting example is the Quebec governmiesdith website:
http://www.gouv.qc.ca/portail/quebec/pgs/commun/

12 Article L.541-1 of the new Education Code, enshilieLaw 2013-595 of 8 July 2013 providing guidekn
for the restructuring of the French school system
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A further important measure would be to raise twaraness of all health and social
services professionals to the reality of theseistidectarian movements and their conse-
guences, especially in the health field. This isla that universities and paramedical schools
can play. It is also their social responsibilityg@cept very muckn vogueand which would
assume a concrete form here.

Finally, in my opinion, in-depth work is neededtimo major fields stated in the Sen-
ate report: the field of “alternative” medicine atwsly, but also that of personal development
and well-being. The latter refers to a very widage of practices, but also very promising
from a media and, probably, sales perspective tladont door for cultist/sectarian groups.

We need to conduct research on such topics torhetteerstand the influence of these
new fields in the world of health, to analyse whgy have such an impact on individuals,
especially when they are destabilised, to attemptriderstand how they can or cannot pro-
vide proof of their benefits and usefulness (ndy drom a health , but also from a psycho-
logical or social perspective), and thereby todratistinguish the warning signs that need to
be monitored and reported to the public authoritlegpartnership between MIVILUDES,
HAS and the multidisciplinary research teams wdoéda very interesting and innovatory
move in this respect.

Laurent Chambaud

Freedom of religion: who protects God ? Who proted humans ?

Luc Willems, President of CIAOSN, Rapporteur of the Parliaragnt
Committee of Enquiry on cults 1996/87Belgium

Why is it that a victim of a harmful cultist orgaation (and by extension, of religious
organisations in general) finds it so difficult ipractice to be protected? Why should
infractions be treated differently when they ocaithin a religious movement?

Why is it that the fundamental rights recogniseth&drnational level for over sixty years and
entrenched in national constitutions are less guéead when they concern religious
movements?

Two explanations of why this question is dealt vdifierently:

- Communication plan: for public opinion, cults argligious movements have for
many years learnt how to counter scientific rededrcterms of communication, they
have abused academic positions in order to leg@rtheir activities.

- Legally, freedom of religion has become a catchcalicept that protects religious
organisations, but not the believers and followers.

- With regard to public opinion, cults and religioom®vements have for many years
learnt how to manipulate scientific research. mmi& of communication, they abused
academic positions in order to legitimise theiinates.

To introduce this view, simply mention the followimquote: "Christianity is a cult that
succeeded." A cult can become a respectable refigtarrent. This theory implies that a cult
is not negative per se, but can be the start okftungy beautiful.

13 Chambre des Représentants de Belgique, 1996-198uéte Parlementaire visant & élaborer une quditen
vue de lutter contre les pratiques illégales deteseet le danger qu'elles représentent pour iétéaet pour les
personnes, particulierement les mineurs d'age.
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Many scientific disciplines have attempted to pdevia definition of the word cult:
linguists, historians, jurists, theologians, butoakociologists and especially sociologists of
religion . They have all sought a definition thabudd allow the public to identify the cult
phenomenon.

The Belgian parliamentary inquiry report of 1997 oults found that there were
significant differences in the way the academicld/@ssessed cults. In the course of many
auditions, the parliamentarians noted that expeet® opposed with seemingly contradictory
conclusions. This opposition had not only led tifedent interpretations of the meaning of a
cult within society and the degree of the threat thh represented for society, but also
encroached onto very personal ground into theirsgttif scores both verbally and in writing
between a few key figures on both sides. In itorgghe Commission identified two main
groups:

— the theorists (sociologists and historians of retiyand
— the practitioners (social workers and members tfault movements).

The theorists often conclude that cults are wronglyy negatively labelled and are also
denied the right to be calleww religious movements

Practitioners, on the other hand, especially hgttlithe negative effects of
belonging to a cult and mainly base themselves han testimony of members, former
members and on those of their relatives.

Mostly cultist groups extensively referred to th@nion of sociologists of religion.
These groups believe that it is important to citadgmics of well- known universities. A
problem which was discussed during the parliamgntaquiry. These professors have
conducted extensive work , but their conclusionseweisused.

Sociologists of religion describe and interpres #ippearance of groups. They can
understand when groups are absorbed or when alsshtbought disappears.

This too presents no problem: free associationg tiaeir place in an open and free
society, as long as they respect the laws and miliesce and do not turn into criminal gangs.
Cultist groups have however used academic resdar@istify all their activities and even
further evade social control.

Based on numerous interviews with (former) victithe parliamentary commission
rejected the observations of sociologists of religiThe commission thought that the latter
underestimated the dangerosity of cults becausieeafestrictive and unilateral approach they
had adopted. They are limited in effect to anati®eedoctrine of these movements and are not
interested in the financial and other malpractit@s can be committed by these movements.

Cultist organisations and their advocates makensite use of the findings of these
sociologists in the media to show the character imtelgrity of their organisations and
criticise the intolerance of their opponents onlédgal status of the adept within the cult.

Such information also creates confusion amonggadand police services. That is
why it is also helpful to always remember the repmndations relating to the information of
justice and police services on the phenomenon Ii§,cs0 that prosecution policy can be
firmly conducted.

The biennial report of CIAOSN 2011-2012 devotehapter to the techniques used
by cults in order to gain legitimacy.

. Leqgally , freedom of religion has become a catdreahcept that protects religious
organisations, but not the believers and followers.

14 http://www.ciaosn.be/rapport_bisannuel2011-2012(pgd 13)
10



This second element is more important than the first.

We therefore seek an answer to the question of why the activities and practices of
religious organisations are apparently not treated in the same way as those of other
associations in the ambit of our rule of law. Specifically, the question is why it is so difficult
to obtain a response to a summon before a judge from a cultist organisation and why the
instructions are carried out with so much scrupulous reserve.

To understand this, we must examine in depth the misuse of the legal concept of
"freedom of religion ". Freedom of religion has become a catch-all concept. Religious
organisations use it to keep civil society and therefore the rule of law from scrutinising their
activities.

Freedom of religion in itself is a protection of personal thought and faith.

Over the years , the interpretation of the notion has gone astray and has deviated from the
original meaning . This has caused more harm than good.

The Right to freedom of thought and religias guaranteed by Article 18 of the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights:

"Everyone has the right to freedom of thought, conscience and religion; this right in-
cludes freedom to change his religion or belief, and freedom, either alone or in com-
munity with others and in public or private, to manifest his religion or belief in teach-
ing, practice, worship and observance.”

The article begins by any "person”, not any association. Here is the starting point.

Freedom of religion has evolved to protect religious institutions and cultist
organisations, instead of the individual believer.

During the parliamentary inquiry, questions were asked, for example on home
teaching to children members of ,The Family ". To explain this type of schooling, the people
responsible invoked religious freedom and the separation between State and Church. This
argument had discouraged the inspection services to do their job. The fact that the
fundamental rights of children to a quality education had been violated was not addressed.
Since 1998, France has tightened up its of legislation on the control of compulsory education
and it is proving a success.

Should freedom of religion be maintained according to the interpretation currently
given to it ?

The termfreedom of conscienceseems more appropriate. In this context, personal,
individual choice is clearly what matters the most. Everyone is free to think his thoughts,
everyone is free to believe or not to believe, and to believe in whatever he wants.

This right is so fundamental that it should enjoy maximum protection in our arsenal of
legal rules. This goes in depth into the heart of fundamental freedoms. Is one freedom more
important than another freedom? This is a theoretical discussion. That which should clearly be
a priority is the absolute respect of individual human dignity. And this is also a priority when
compared to the dignity of organisations.

What can be done about institutions that so extensively hide behind freedom of religion
? Should they lose this protection?
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Freedom of association continues to apply nevesfiselto movements and religious
institutions.

Why should fundamental freedoms of religious movetsiéneed more guarantees
than the fundamental freedoms of other private@sgons?

Each association of persons must operate wittenraiie of law in respect of the
personal freedoms and the ideas of its members.

Why should a religious movements represent maaa #hsports club or a cultural
group?

It could be argued that one does not wage waacnifice human beings for sport. If
we admit that this argument may convince, thereahrm@ys many other associations, trade
unions, environmental agencies, organisations onamurights movements that deal with
sensitive social issues and have also been thezht&éhey too have caused bloodshed.

The offenses are not prosecuted in the same wagligious organisations or cults
as are other associations. Justice always sedksdtadditional arguments clearly because a
religion is party to the case.

In our Western society, we can be content with fr@edoms:

» freedom of conscience;
» freedom of association .

In this context, religious movements have neitmere nor fewer rights than any
other association in our country.

Indeed, a believer is not someone who has mohtsrigpan another person, if that
were the case, there would diecrimination vis-a-vis other citizens.

When defending the concept of freedom of religichampions of the latter (in
Belgium) have in mind recognized religions. Now dahdn, matters become complex when
cultist organisations like the Church of Scientgl@dso claim to be covered by this. Has any
commercial organization the right to evade the modecivil law by qualifying itself as
religious ?

How can some religious organisations dare to afisat their internal legal system
is parallel to civil law ? Many organisations hatweir own disciplinary rules. As far as I'm
concerned, canon law cannot be considered difféhant the disciplinary law that is found in
many organisations.

Recent pedophilia scandals within recognisedimghave shown that this
"church order” was actually used to stifle affairs.

Conclusion:

Religious movements should be considered like atmeroorganisation. The misuse of
freedom of religion disrupts the fundamental righitendividuals within our society.

We demand more transparency in politics, sportsraadia, why should it not be
the case for religious organisations?

In this contribution, the question was raisedabdw a basic misunderstanding in
communication and fundamental rights resulted imes being difficult to prosecute. It is not
the institution that should be protected first the individual believer, the follower inside
religious movements.

Who then protects the believer?

Certainly not the cults or religious organisations!
The authorities, and no one else, should assursetbtection. Aid organisations,
on the other hand, can do a great deal to diffufegmation, prevention and assistance.
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The recent history of our country has shown thagnerecognised ecclesiastical
institutions fail to protect the rights of theirlifmwvers. That a parallel legal system does not
work as the protection of the institution prevails.

As an organisation, a religious movement should tigated like any other
association, but that within a religious movement, individual needs extra protection in
matters where authority and trust are crucial.

g_".

Liberté » Egalité » Fraternité
REPUBLIQUE FRANGCAISE
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Interministerial Mission for Monitoring and Comhbaty Sectarian Deviances
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SECTS AND CULTS CONTRAVENING HUMAN RIGHTS AND THE R ULE OF
LAW

Serge BLISKO
President of MIVILUDES

| am very pleased to be with you today on the aocasf this 20th anniversary. | would like
to thank FECRIS for asking me to come and discu#swou a topic at the centre of our joint
concerns.

Far from being anecdotal, awareness of the riskecofarian indoctrination and mind
control constitutes a major challenge for our mad¥mocracies.

As you know, cultism feeds on human aspirationgséhdays, each and every one of
us finds himself bombarded by spiritual, therapeuytrofessional and educational offerings,
all aimed at personal development and self-readisaCultism thus finds a fertile feeding
ground: alongside the large and easily identifiagpeupings with their clear structures and
hierarchies we knew about twenty years ago, we havweseen a diffuse set of micro-groups
appear, nebulous groupings of people more or leked together by certain methods, doc-
trines or practices, only meeting sporadically aochetimes not even knowing each other.

Though cultism has changed its face through suppdan ever-growing individual-
ism, this evolution is being accelerated by new t€dhnologies, and in particular the devel-
opment of the Internet.

Looking at this phenomenon, | would use the terozzy” as a label for such groups
or sects: though they definitely exist, they arebit®y ever-changing, you can't put your fin-
ger on them. Members come and go, dependent ontivaatead into the doctrinal material,

13



and whether they are going to import it or sprdaih ian identical or different form. This
transformation of cultism is making it less notiokeg less obvious, even though its influence
is just as strong and the harm it causes to indalgland society as a whole is just as great.

This is why having the right perception of the pbraenon is of great importance for
our democracies: the rise of individualism doesgmhand in hand with a withdrawal of the
State. Quite the opposite, the State must stegsumanitoring in order to guarantee every
individual optimal conditions for exercising hisloer freedom.

As you may know, the term “sect” or “cult” is noefthed in French law, and, as the
successor to MILS, it is the task of Miviludes tardy France's field of action.

In migrating from the term “cult” to “cultist movesnt”, France has reaffirmed the
principle of secularism, though stressing its psgaultism is not something specific to cer-
tain religious minorities, as not only are the tigtally recognized major religions not ex-
empt from it, but above all because it goes farobdythe sphere of religion. This we now
know, and the organisations which you represent len the first to observe it: cultist be-
haviour is to be found in all types of groups iratbgical underpinnings as diverse as spiritu-
ality, philosophy, but also humanitarianism, peedodevelopment, medicine or pseudo-
medicine, education, culture, vocational trainieig,.

Deviance occurs when public law and order or hurgrts are infringed, and in most
cases, in France as in the majority of Europeamtrt@s, the excesses committed in a cultic
context are punishable by law. So why try to higiiicultic deviance, why not just carry on
prosecuting such offences as fraud, failure tosassperson in danger, rape or child abuse?
Because the government wanted to highlight “mindtiad’ as a specific aspect, an aspect
which, in the unanimous opinion of both French chars in 2001, needed to be included in
criminal legislation. The result was the new offeraf “abuse of weakness through psycho-
logical subjection”. The renowned About-Picard Atiows the judiciary to take the cultic
context into account when prosecuting this newrafealongside other common law offences
or even to just punish it alone when no other afésnare obvious. The Act clearly stipulates
that it is a criminal offence to psychologically miulate someone through encouraging him
to commit acts harmful to himself.

The concept of cultic deviance that we have coisexh operative, pragmatic concept
which draws its legitimacy from the reports coleztt and observations made by
MIVILUDES: cultic deviance is defined as the usepoéssure or of certain techniques, by an
organised group or an individual, whatever its rator business, with the aim of creating,
maintaining or exploiting a person's state of psjyafjical or physical subjection, depriving
him of part of his free will, with damaging conseqaes for that person, those around him or
society in general.

Regardless of the doctrinal underpinning of theugror movement behind such devi-
ance: when certain criteria are met, the first enbjection, the State will take criminal ac-
tion against it.

Let me now turn to the issue of political philosgpbn whose behalf does the State
take situations initially based on an individudtee will into account? When deviant behav-
iour occurs, be it as a result of a person's frifleavembership of a group, adherence to a doc-
trine or even to a therapeutic practice, how canState intervene and how far can it go?

What | would like to show you here is that this arassue needs to be seen not in
terms of restricting, but instead of defending @ertreedoms. And though history of the
French Republic helps explain the uniqueness oftieach position in Europe, the fact re-
mains that the principles leading France to takeaadn this field are not based on any spe-
cific circumstance or feature, but on values shdmgdhe major democracies of Europe and
America.

As a rule-of-law State, France has the duty toeeisfhe principles and values en-
shrined in the Constitution, and in particular tights and freedoms set forth therein. It there-

14



fore has an obligation not to interfere in the eis of individual and collective freedoms.
This of course applies particularly to freedomtadught and religious freedom. This obliga-
tion constitutes a fundamental duty of public autlypa duty of utmost importance.

Relations between private individuals constitutar¢gher field highlighting the tension
between authority and freedom, between weak anothgtAs Marcel Waline put it, “public
freedoms create private powers”. Every individuak the power given to him by public
freedom, but not all are able to make the most.oFar instance, the possibility to travel
anywhere in France is a public freedom availablalltérench citizens, yet only those citizens
physically, mentally and financially in a positiom do so can actually exercise it. We thus
find ourselves affirming the paradox that “publireddom lends itself to the abuse of that
power by the strongest and to the seizing of freedhy the latter, to the detriment of the
weakest™>.

From this angle, it must be stressed that mind robréstablishes a very much
individual power relationship, of an extreme natara often hidden. The control does not
necessarily extend to the individual in questiom@eabsorbed into a structure controlling
him, but can occur within a simple relationshipvien individuals. Mind control affects the
independence of will, the ability to think for oe#fsand consequently the free exercise of
fundamental rights. It weakens people at a vulderattoment in their lives, transforming
them into captives.

Moreover, it is not surprising that phenomena ohdnicontrol and manipulation
develop these days deep within the intimate sphbere where freedom of choice and
decision-making freedom are most protected: hdwlttether physical or mental), via courses
in personal development or unconventional practicgbe health field, as underlined by the
Senate in a recent repBrt

In the face of cultic movements developing in phizrate sphere and threatening the
weakest members of society, the State has a dyisotect these people, doing everything to
help them be able to fully exercise their rightsfollows that the State, with its tradition of
upholding freedoms, must more than ever take orrdleeof a State protecting fundamental
rights. Such state protection of freedoms in pavalationships is the concrete expression of
the right of the weakest, as seen in all democcatisitries, where the State plays a dominant
role in protecting the handicapped, people withuoed capabilities on account of their age,
and of course children. In this vein, we will needkeep close track of the feedback to Mr
Rudy SALLES' report on the protection of minorsiagasectarian movements which will be
discussed in the Parliamentary Assembly of the Ciboh Europe on 10 April.

We must therefore put an end to the misunderstgrtiiat led to linking cultic devi-
ance with the question of religion in order to teagreement on a social conception of free-
dom where any situation of control or subjectiopes sea serious violation of its very foun-
dations and constitutes a breach of our demoqpatitical order.

The principle of freedom of thought imposes a pesibbligation on the State, as af-
firmed on several occasions by the European Cduduman Rights. And though the State
has a duty to uphold freedom of thought, a Staketdrality towards the religious convictions
of its citizens cannot be seen in terms of passididference: quite the opposite, a State must
do everything to guarantee the conditions allowengryone to exercise freedom of thought,
while opposing those who use freedom of speecbdémm of religion and freedom of associa-
tion to undermine the very foundations of thesedms.

5 ibidem p. 394.

16 A. Milon et J. MézardDérives sectaires et dérives thérapeutiques : taé&an dangerapport de la Commis-
sion d’enquéte sur I'influence des mouvements aatéare sectaire dans le domaine de la santé, $émat30,

3 April 2013.
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Abuse of human rights by cultist groups —
When children, youngsters and parents become victim

Hans-Werner Carlhoff

Initiative of parents and concerned persons fdrlsap against new religious and ideological
movements registered association (EBIS), Stuttgart
(Former Head of the Inter-ministerial Working Gpdier questions about so-called sects and
psycho-groups of the state of Baden-Wirttemberd fanmany years country director of
»Action Youth Protection* Baden-Wirttemberg)

1. Cult victims also have human rights!

In my more than 20 years as director of the "Imbémisterial Working Group on so-called
sects and psycho-groups " , which the state of BaWélrttemberg had established in the
early 90s, | was confronted with human rights afimins caused by the activity of various
cultic groups. In those years, hundreds of casearbe known to me where people in rigid
belief systems , pseudo-religions and religiouss¢generally in Germany referred to as "so-
called sects and psycho-groups ", were sufferingitatly, were affected by most severe
physical ailments, and were partially financialkp®ited in boundless ways.

In most cases, the victims are persons legallygef &ull of hope and personal dedica-
tion, who having been completely deceived by thepeged attractive offers of so-called sects
and psycho-groups, who can come into situationghvimay in the extreme case end in sui-
cide. About this targeted form of dependence onaled sects and psycho-groups, there is a
wealth of scientific studies that | do not havedter here. But victims are also in many cases
family members, partners, parents and children;trob/ho are directly affected by all that,
and by what the victim of the first category hasudfer. It is this group of victims that feels
particularly vulnerable - and there is an obviousbfem that needs to be recognized: these
victims are actually defenceless in many ways!

As a representative of the State | have myself gapeed that on this path only lim-
ited ways exist for the policy of courts and adrmiirdtions to ensure an effective system of
aid for these victims. This is particularly traguhen the victims are minors: toddlers - from
babies through children and adolescents.

Based on this knowledge | have personally engageseinin the work of the "Initia-
tive of parents and concerned persons for self-g@inst new religious and ideological
movements" (EBIS) because | see that in this daseights and interests of victims in rela-
tion to the so-called sects and psycho-groups gpeesented. So-called sects and psycho-
groups often have important financial resourcegyl¢tan engage the most expensive lawyers
and afford lobbying in business, politics and stycweithout barriers.

2. "Political Correctness" — K.O. arguments againsiconcerned persons?

The issue of human rights, tolerance and discritianaand the problem of minority rights are
discussed in our Central European society more ¢lwanin public under the specification of
"political correctness”.

What does this mean for victims whose lives arepeapdly or really impaired by
groups such as the so-called sects and psycho<sfdlipe situation may become worse for
these victims especially if the relevant groups, the so-called sects and psycho-groups, sup-
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ported by government decisions, but also by legalitained positions, claim to act in the
interest of “human rights” they are entitled toddo be supporters or even protectors of fun-
damental rights.

The contradiction is obvious: it is politically ¢ect to see and to support the interests
of so-called "religious minorities", as many soledlsects and psycho-groups see themselves,
and it seems to be popular to advocate public dfpethese minorities. But who protects the
people and their interests that have become tigettand the practice field of so-called sects
and psycho-groups and have experienced exploitatohabuse by so-called sects and psy-
cho-groups?

"Political Correctness” can mean that a suppospdliically correct behaviour fails
to see or even simply negates the liberties ofptmple affected by so-called sects and psy-
cho-groups. Are these affected people victims ddlipypopulist prejudices? Perhaps of such
prejudices that correspond to the "political camess” that people harmed by so-called sects
and psycho-groups are to be blamed themselvesdarmental, physical and partly desolate
financial situation?

On the other hand: does not "political correctnedsihately just provoke a situation
through which one is unable to socially get ridhe# spirits that one has publicly called? One
example is a media report of 7 January 2014: "Ater members of the U.S. state of Okla-
homa had approved a monument with the (biblical) Temmandments, a true rush of other
religious groups started. To the dismay of the tlepuSatanists now presented plans for a
devil statue. The organization "Satanic Temple'ated in New York presented on Facebook
an outline of the planned monument: It shows asidited figure of Baphomet, a horned fig-
ure with a goat's head, fiery red eyes and wingsitattvo meters high. The fictional character
is revered by Satanists as a figure of the dewdlappease concerned parents, figures of two
laughing children complete the ensemble.”...

3. Human rights as propaganda instruments

In Wikileaks you can find files of the U.S. Congel&eneral in Frankfurt / M., for example
about a visit of an U.S. diplomat in my office imetStuttgart Ministry. | still remember the
various discussions that took place a few years lgeas about human rights issues and the
accusation by the American side, that in Germaeyhiliman rights of Scientology were vio-
lated. As part of these consultations, the consspansible for such questions also told me
about his family and his child. We agreed that adyeducation and pedagogical support for
children and young people constitute a fundameydals for their future. Shortly before this
conversation with the American consul, Scientolaggin had launched a massive PR cam-
paign in Stuttgart, where the Scientology learramd)offer "Applied Scholastics" (ApS) was
propagated. There is no question that this offarte&considered as a "gateway" of Scientol-
ogy into the education sector. As part of the Soiegy ABLE program ("Association for
Better Living and Education”), this too is connecte the media campaign "The Way to
Happiness" ("Way to Happiness Foundation”). In ttostext, the Scientology campaign ap-
parently can be seen as an independent assistartigation, claiming to work "together for
human rights”, and in turn being connected to ttier§ology-intended organisations "Youth
for Human Rights"”, "United for Human Rights" or témnational Foundation for Human
Rights & Tolerance”. In the former reaction of mySJinterlocutor | can still clearly remem-
ber his sudden downright wince when | asked howbeld react if his son would bring Sci-
entology promotional material home from school aralld declare his intention to be take
part in the Scientology youth actions. Even withobtaining an answer to my question, it
was clear to me, as already documented in the amaparts of the "U.S. Department of
State" about the situation of religious freedonGiermany , that Scientology and other "mi-
nority religions" are offensively supported by thiglomatic missions of the United States,
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although this to my mind at least was inconsistéttt the private view of my former Ameri-
can interlocutor, who significantly at the end lo¢ itconversation admitted to me that he would
then pay an official visit to the Stuttgart Scidagy branch ...

4. Cults as perpetrators: children and young peopl@as a target groups and victims of
human rights violations

It is one of the fundamental false estimates winenpublic impression exists that only few
children and young people are affected as victifnsoecalled sects and psycho-groups. In
fact, in reality we often have to deal with partasly dramatic manifestations of abuse of
human rights by so-called sects and psycho-groumgs their representatives, against the
weakest members of society, namely against childreh adolescents . The deriving often
painful conflicts within families, between parertpartners and children and grandparents
cause additional problems and pressures.

The removal of taboos of human rights violatiogaiast children and young people,
caused by so-called sects and psycho-groups, leasihaeasingly made obvious recently by
media reports. These events are partly extreme.eMeryone should remember that the num-
ber of unreported cases with young victims musiriueh higher than generally expressed
because of the usually existing privacy, and adsevantly caused "shallow" hazardous situa-
tions, such as restrictive eating habits or praeentf intellectual development skills, can
have an adverse effect on the progress of childrehadolescents and their future possibili-
ties.

For example, some incidents should be listed Heehave been found in media cov-
erage in Central Europe during recent months artlwadurn of 2013/2014:

- The killing of two 1 and 2 years old children ah& serious injury of two others, 5
and 8 years old, in the U.S. state of Marylanddnnection with an act of exorcism by their
28 years old mother.

- The suspicion of child abuse in the sect "Twelvibes" ("North - East Kingdom
Community Church") in the Bavarian district of DorRies .

- The investigation by the prosecutor's office Nberg-Fuerth for alleged denial of
medical care of a child by members of the sect "Neraup of World Servers".

- Abuse of children in the age group of 10 to 18rgeand abuse of their mother by the
62 years old head of the sect "Re Maya" in Romaly.|

- Mass child abuse by leader Warren Jeffs in agastyy sect camouflaged as a church
("FLDS") in the U.S. state of Texas.

- Some time ago, the child abuse, disguised asdallér meditation”, by supporters of
the group Thakar Singh in the Chiemgau region ofd8ia.

What it is like to be a child in Scientology becaevident in the book "Beyond Belief: My
Secret Life Inside Scientology and my Harrowing &=’ of 29 year old Jenna Miscavige
Hill , the niece of Scientology leader David Misg; published 2013. There she describes
child labour, interrogations, denunciation andnmtiation by the organization’s own secret
police "Special Affairs". The dispute around 50l U.S. dollars over a media report in
which the Scientology Star Tom Cruise is reportedigresented as "raven father,” in 2013
ended out of court. Therefore, the flagship Sciegist can boast of having a "wonderful
relationship” with his daughter.

It is undisputed: children and adolescents arenddtéarget group in the context of the
expansion strategy of so-called sects and psyobapgr In Scientology, the organization
takes advantage of the fact that education andimigaiare key policy areas. With the slogan,
"to give children a happy and fulfilling life", Satology advertises on the Internet. To par-
ents who let themselves be attracted by this, peribecause they are insecure in education
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issues , Scientology recommends the book "Chilch&ias " as a "fresh approach to raising
children” to produce "the love and respect of adchHowever, the featured "breakthroughs”
of Scientology founder L. Ron Hubbard in the ediacabf children should only be a first
introduction to Scientology ideology. The organiaatfails to mention that behind the al-
leged desire to help, another goal is hidden: $aliegy seeks a "new civilization", a social
order functioning according to Scientology prineplkhat in any case has little to do with the
free democratic basic order in the Federal Republ&ermany.

Usually it is the personal responsibility of theulisl when they want to change their
lives radically and confide in closed groups irstbontext and there perceive themselves re-
sponsible appropriate psycho offers.

However, a quite different situation arises wheneleldren are endangered in their
mental and spiritual well-being by religiously aeblogically motivated behaviours of the
adults. This is evident in attacks on the mentayspcal and sexual integrity of the child.
However, attention must paid to not so easily idiaie problems, caused by the influence
of so-called sects and psycho-groups on the rel&tween parents and children, which may
affect the future development of the child. Espliécia connection with the occurrence of so-
called sects and psycho-groups it is repeatedlgrteg that for example a typical repressive
parenting style towards children, sometimes charae&td by physical punishment , is main-
tained under the sign of "human right to religioneedom ."

If it is a fact that in our society everything isibg done to counteract impairment of
the positive development of the child, then freedafnthought, conscience and religion must
also be considered with respect to the rights efahild - according to the UN Children's
Rights Convention, Article 19.

5. The Guardian Office of the State securing the aer of values

If for example in Scientology the anti-democratreeatation is already funded in the core of
its concept of man, as the founder of Scientologgndatically denies the right of self-
determination to non-Scientologists who in thisecase referred to as "aberrated" or "mass-
produced Humanoids®, and thus denies them the swpfandamental right of human dig-
nity, it is clear how important is the claim of hamrights for victims of so-called sects and
psycho-groups. The terms human rights, tolerancediscrimination are too serious to be
exploited by so-called sects and psycho-groupdeéace victims of rigid, extremist-oriented
belief systems, cult groups and so-called sectsagdno-groups. In fact, it cannot be refuted
that the noble concepts of human rights, toleraaru@ discrimination, applied as a coarse
schema, become instruments of abuse against ctilingi Thus, the terms human rights, tol-
erance and discrimination are to be considereghasetic (doubt-prone) principles.

For people who have been harmed by so-called sectgpsycho-groups , and espe-
cially for those who have been victims in childhcand adolescence , therefore a decision
taken by the Federal Court of the Federal RepudiliGermany in 1990 in a criminal judg-
ment is of importance: "The State has the taslkeofisng the external conditions for a mental
and spiritual development of children and youngpbeocorresponding to the image of man
of the Basic Law, and keeping them away from saflaeénces that guide this development in
a direction non-compatible with the image of marhaf Basic Law". The Federal Court then
guoted the Federal Constitutional Court and coesnUThis is a consequence of Article 1 of
the Basic Law", this means of human dignity aralitiviolability of human rights, and con-
tinues with regard to the protection of marriagd #re family: "The state, in the exercise of
its guard duties, also (has) the duty to act, withe framework of its possibilities, what in its
opinion is necessary to keep children and younglpeaway from influences of society,
which contradict the values of the Basic Law. Thiage this goal, which is in constitutional
range, it basically also can use penal means (...).
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Perhaps it is the greatest intellectual achievenoémhodernity that the democratic
state takes over the office of guardian of the oaderalues and hence the protection of those
who have to suffer the abuse of human rights bysclidspecially the concerned children,
young people and parents may be grateful.

FROM TRUST TO CAPTIVITY

Testimonial ofCharles-Henri and Christine de VEDRINES
Christine

Together with 9 other members of our family, mytharsd and | were the victims of a narcis-
sistic pervert and manipulative con artist from @@0 2009, whilst for three of us this actu-
ally lasted from 1997 to 2009.

Thierry Tilly and his accomplice Jacques Gonzalelztdeir best to destroy 11 mem-
bers of the same family covering three generatityrogy my at that time 87 year-old mother
to my youngest daughter aged 15 years [@saReclus de Monflangyin

- We are often asked how 11 people covering three gaations could be manipulated
over a period of 10 years

Our family was an “ordinary”, close-knit one, withe usual dose of friction between its
members though without any deep-going consequeides family was socially well inte-
grated and each one of us seemed to have foura hisr place in life, whatever his or her
level of education or personal history. We led @aphnt, peaceful life and got on well to-
gether. This family feeling seemed to be perceinetthe same way by all its members. All of
us subconsciously carried within us the family dngt marked by the memory of the religious
intimidation'’, the French Revolution and the two World Wars.rEse, this did not stop our
generation from living in the 21st century, welldgrated into the modern world.

My parents-in-law had made their will based onrfegs and ensuring the family's
continuance, with my husband, the youngest chiltheffamily, inheriting the family home.
On the surface, everyone agreed to the arrangerbantin reality this created a certain
amount of more or less latent jealousy. The deathyofather-in-law and then of my sister-
in-law Anne (my husband's older sister) had a destabilising effect on the family.

This was around the time that Thierry Tilly gotkoow my sister-in-law Ghislaine
MARCHAND and her family through a Paris lawyer, ¥ent DAVID.

This prominent lawyer with his offices on the AvenMontaigne had taken over tHeetmme
Secrétaire"school on the Rue de Lille in Paris. His connettio the school had been as a
student's parent, as had been the case with ney-gisiaw, Ghislaine MARCHAND.

The testimonials of staff members and a numbén@school's students clearly reveal
how Thierry Tilly gradually made himself indispebtafor the school's day-to-day function-
ing, ending up by becoming the school's manageas Wwhs done through manipulating Ghis-
laine and her son Francois, who was on a work-tirtkaining course at the school.

" Dragonnades" were a French government policy irtetitby Louis XIV in 1681 to intimidate Huguenotrfa
lies into either leaving France or re-convertingCttholicism. This involved the billeting of ill-

disciplined dragoons in Protestant households migilied permission to abuse the inhabitants antrolesr
steal their processions. The soldiers employedigrble were satirized as "missionary dragoons".
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The Marchand marriage was on the rocks, Jean wamployed and being helped by
Tilly in the context of his business work, the dndn were struggling with their studies and
Ghislaine, as she would tell the Court, was weigtedn by overburdening responsibilities
amid family disorder.

Seemingly heaven-sent, Tilly became Ghislaine'didant, and thus he got to know
every member of our family before even meeting th&lee MARCHAND family was al-
ready captive of Tilly without us even knowing o$ lexistence.

For three years, he was to run the school andomde the family's day-to-day life.

So when he first met us in 2000, he already knesvy¢hing about us and knew exactly how
to approach us to be credible in our eyes. Thislibildy was to be boosted by Vincent
DAVID's moral support. Furthermore, Tilly presenteidhself as a top French army officer
who had now become an asset manager and defender wforal values.

This was how he managed to getf@ot in the door’, enabling him to get inside our
family.

Of course, our family was not without its emotiofialvs, and the circumstances were
favourable for the potting of such perverse indinald as Tilly and Gonzalez.

- Despite all this, how could a family, consisting ofhormal people, and not mentally
ill, let itself be manipulated for such a long timewithout reacting?

This is what we need to understand to be ableatm lrfom this family drama.

It should be stressed at this juncture that takimgtrol of an individual or group takes place
gradually and in an insidious manner, beginnindghwliteseductionphase which can be short
or long dependjng on the individuals and the cirstances.

This is followed byentrapment, i.e. the phase in which the manipulator entraps h
victim on the basis of the latter's detected stite@nd weaknesses. This can happen very
quickly. At this stage the trap is as good as dose

The next stage is that pranoia and thecutting of external contacts The victim
loses contact with reality, with emotions takingep¥rom intelligence. The victim is now
completely dependent, with the manipulator contigleverything. This leads to tllestruc-
tion of the victim without his knowledge, with only autside trigger or appropriate assis-
tance able to save him.

Dr Daniel ZAGURY's report on our family is veryuiminating at this point. On ac-
count of all the media attention, Dr ZAGURY had eg@d to meet a family of slightly de-
generate ‘weirdos’ living in the nostalgic pasti&fhaving interviewed all family members,
he was able to confirm that our family was not my avay ill, and that we were “just normal
people and even displayed a large variety of diffeprofiles.” Though each member is dif-
ferent, we had all lived through the same catak&op

This observation was important, as it helped urtdedsthat 85% of the population
may, at some stage in their lives, be manipuld®edple who have been manipulated are not
ill, not mad, not borderline cases and not ocamltians.

We have not been subjected to any dark forces,ave &imply responded to phenom-
ena obeying the laws of the human psyche. Thesthammechanisms used by cults, con-men
and rogue therapists.

Even if disputed by certain people, the psychoditaipproach seems to be the best
way of understanding the mechanisms used by th&polator. What he practices on his vic-
tims is “transference abuse’, a method transferring them back into their eatijdhood,
when they are dependent on the love of their payeash, childish and irrational.
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According to Dr Daniel ZAGURY, Tilly established ralationship characterised by
childishness and irrationality with the membersuof family, well knowing that he was the
agent of powers outside their control. Being suifjehim became a ‘must’.

He was able to transpose us into a state of indarggression, making us give up our
free will. This was often just a matter of a fewnuies for some of us, and especially my 86
year-old mother-in-law who had been unknowinglyditoned by her daughter Ghislaine for
three years.

Under the influence of Tilly, we lost our sensgudgement and put our intelligence
“to fallow”. However unbelievable it might be, ahytg that this heaven-sent man said was
taken for true. And each event helped back upabssimption and strengthen this conviction.

To understand how things were, it should be sthegd that the same methods are to
be seen both in psychoanalytical treatment andabuse of transference” cases, yetttor
tally different purposes: while the aim of psychoanalysito restore freedom and independ-
ence of thought, the goal of any abuse of transterés to enslave and exploit the victim.

85% of the population is vulnerable to this andapable of such transference, while a
mere 15% is able to resist this type of approach.

According to the experts, Tilly was “someone wised stealth to achieve his goals,
but who had no psychiatric deficiencies”. He wabkaaxer specialised in scams, a cold-
hearted monster whose emotions were permanentigrwahtrol and who was unable to feel
the slightest empathy. A hyperthymesiac, he hagpadtic stare and the ability to melt into a
crowd like a phantom. He could be caring, attentikeugh his speech differed depending on
whom he was talking to.

Having identified a person's strengths and wealasedse would exploit these, induc-
ing a feeling of inferiority with those he chosen@anipulate. He took charge of the game by
filling any space by saying something, a method #vantually made his explanations seem
logical , as the presiding judge noted in courtodgh often in the seduction phase, he was
always looking for ways to destabilise whoever laswalking to in a permanent effort to gain
control over that person.

Tilly used different methods to achieve this abosgansference:

— the search for faults and weaknesse®ver a period of 3 years and exploiting in-
formation confided to him by my sister-in-law Glaisle, he had all the time in the world to
get to know each of us, with all our strengths aedknesses, and to understand how the fam-
ily ‘ticked’. It would seem that he also came aiberved us while we were at Bordeaux and
Monflanquin. My son Amaury said “he used to speake with my own words”.

My mother-in-law was glad of the help he said heted to provide to her children
and grandchildren.

My husband had a telephone conversation with Tilhich was enough to convince
him. In it Tilly reported things that only a weldormed person could know, thus making
himself credible. Philippe was repositioned as eldest child and taken into Tilly's confi-
dence on account of his “military background”, whiGhislaine was assigned a key role in
the family's affairs. On the other hand, Guillauarel Diane were disqualified by Tilly as
“borderline cases” right from the start. For Guiltae this strengthened his wish to find his
place in the family, while Diane did everythinglie perfect, even when this went against her
nature. A duty to be loyal set in.

As for me, | didn't buy what Tilly had to say — Huvasn't heard. In fact | was to be
demonised and vilified by certain members of thmugr The paradox was that, in order not to
be side-lined and separated from my family; | oldeyhout being able to react. And this is
the way he gradually took over the whole family.
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- Functional paranoia: Tilly made the most of our weaknesses, inducungcfional
paranoia on taking over the family. All dangersagigeared, everything seemed to make
sense. With just a small dose of truth, he coul#evany lie become credible.

He knew everything in advance, for example makigsdpelieve that he was ‘in the know’ on
the 9/11 bombing, getting Guillaume to take a Newrk¥Paris ticket on 12 September.
Events served to enhance his credibility. As paremé were just as frightened as relieved.

- Group paranoia: easily established via the family history and dsllective
unconscious. This involved inducing in each oneothe idea that it was a good idea to keep
together and, as we were surrounded by enemiesntain as a group for protection. Regular
“closed door” operations were supposed to protschgainst unwanted visits. We would
spend several days holed up at home, with thetrésal a deleterious atmosphere set in,
amplified by the closed doors and making us losehawvith time.

This group paranoia clearly explains why the yourggneration did not revolt. The
group had a very strong negative impact on useacth time that one of us had doubts there
was always someone else to reassure him and getohtoe the line. Tilly controlled the
group remotely via the Internet and telephone,qu§hislaine as his local representative. The
group was everything, an individual meant nothing.

-The conspiracy theory welding the group together and isolating it. Thiwed
Tilly to assign a particular place to each of usich we were not to leave for fear of
endangering the rest of the group. At that time,rttedia campaign reinforced this feeling of
a conspiracy: “who are we to make the 8 p.m. headlby PPDA’ on TF1 on Christmas
Eve!”

Within the group, Tilly intentionally arranged cdinfs and tensions to prevent any re-
bellion and to cut us from reality. The numerousdaits initiated by Tilly only served to fuel
this paranoia.

- An answer to everything: he was never caught short: he had an answer to
everything. In the rare cases when he did not tissvar, he would knowingly say: “We'll
speak about it tomorrow”. If the question was répeahe would say “I can't speak to you
about it now, but I'll get back to you. Just tros¢.” In the long run, you got fed up and
stopped asking questions, though also promptedhéydar of losing touch with the group.
This systematic putting things off till tomorrow s/a further factor helping us lose touch with
time. When | started working in 2008, | didn't es@row which year it was!

- Suppression of all direct ties No member of the family could communicate with
another member, even if the filial and emotiones tivere close, without going through Tilly
or Ghislaine. His one big strength was his ‘hyperspnce’ even when he was not there, via
the Internet and the internal controls he had thioed. We were separated from our children,
not knowing either their addresses or their teleghoumbers. Our role as parents was stolen
from us without our knowledge.

- The world according to Tilly: this was onewhere people lost trust in their own
experience. They totally lost their freedom of thloy their critical minds and their free will.
They saw the world via Tilly's affirmations, leadithem to do stupid or even dangerous
harmful things.

- Whether to break these ties or re-establish thenTilly dictated the day-to-day life
of each family member, ordering them to move sonew/ielse, to go to this or that place, to
lock themselves in, to take on an extra job, todjetrced. Everything was done to break
long-term ties to better subject family memberkitowill.

- Breaking each member's narcissism*Your husband's deceiving you”, “your son is

not your son”, “your mother assaulted you sexuatygverything seemed possible once one

18 patrick Poivre d'Arvor the top TV journalist nevesaader for many years on TF1
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had lost one's freedom of thought and one's digm@ityl everything the manipulator said
seemed credible. Amaury used to say that “he gotdaar very sense of existence".

- Astrologist methods all he needed to do was to come up with a seffitty broad-
based prediction for anybody to find himself migarby it. And then there were the
emotional factors which took precedence over iigietice, with events seeming to back up
Tilly's omniscience.

- The “hot/cold” method: everyone was entitled to his period of disgracsilence,
followed by a period of recognition. This was a daway of ascertaining an individual's level
of subjection without actually reaching breakingnpoas was the case with me, ultimately
provoking my “penny to drop” in March 2009.

-The insinuation mechanism this consisted of insinuating thoughts, affirroas
which the subject ended up self-appropriating;har ¢reation of false memories as was the
case with Amaury and Diane.

All these mechanisms were used together or indaliguio subject the group and its individ-
ual members, something that got the experts cadluigBravo!”

The way Tilly had contrived everything, though wéght have all gone through the
same experience, we all suffered different thiMys. will limit ourselves here to three note-
worthy events (among many others) which my hushamwing to speak about as an illustra-
tion of the force of manipulation.

Charles-Henri

1/ Our son Amaury was kept imprisoned for more thisne@ months, while we thought he was
attending a good school in England.

Under the pretext of maintaining an office belomggio a humanitarian foundation,
Tilly ordered him not to go out, to wash himselingght with cold water in the shared toilets
SO as not to come into contact with the neighbddesate just one meal a day, and slept on
the carpet in a cheap sleeping bag.

He was supposed to gain insights into himself, dpgnall day writing down his
thoughts on how he could correct his faults. Thés wquivalent to what the Nazis did during
the war, tantamount to sensory deprivation. Ourwas to tell us that he almost went mad.
As the doors were not locked, the police did nalidythis as imprisonment!!

However, the psychological keys to the door wereengdfective than real keys. Tilly
had persuaded Amaury that if he went outside heldvosk a bullet in his head as well as
endangering the rest of the family.

It was only after he had made his statement tonestigating judge in 2010 that we
learned of his ordeal.

2/ Finding oneself in court, in a foreign countritwno adequate command of the language
and against one's son is a painful, strange, uabkaand unreal situation.

At the bottom of my heart, | knew that my son hatl sone anything wrong and that |
had no need of a court to resolve a possible pnobRespite all this, | did not put a stop to
the charade organised by Tilly, taken in as | wasnly own chronic paranoia and that of my
family.

Guillaume, constantly afraid of reprisals by Tigro had kicked him out, found him-
self defending himself alone in the face of a hedamily - a situation obviously very diffi-
cult for him to cope with.

3/ The final example is in many ways the climayoaf story. Although we had been in Eng-
land for 18 months, Tilly ordered me in January@®come and join him. On meeting him,
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| was very surprised to find that my sister andoeo were both in Oxford. A solution had to
be found to the problem of the VEDRINES estateh@digh our parents had decided who was
to inherit what a long time ago, nobody had dongrang. Christine came up to stay with us
on Tilly's instructions and we sat down to a 15-daeting behind closed doors.

Locked up in the house, confined to a single roma were not allowed to sleep. All
that we got as food was tea and biscuits. Verykiype lost our sense of time. Tilly was in
the room next door where he had installed a bedcatee in every now and then to take
stock, sometimes threatening us while at otherdifm&ging more obliging. On some days he
would get quite violent with Christine, saying tisfite was the one holding the solution. The
closed-door meeting had its effect, and everyome@mp believing him without questioning
the absurdity of the situation. Christine was mamstand up facing the wall to recall some-
thing. At the end she was not even allowed to giéaoilet. It's difficult to look back on this
period where we were reduced to a sub-human l&tghe end of this period of detention,
Christine was exhausted, her legs were bruisedsardhad difficulty walking (the experts
were not to take these clinical facts into accoartheir reports of the twin hip replacements
needed by Christine at the end of her ordeal).

After having blackmailed us into selling Marteletfamily home in Monflanquin, Tilly ended
this 15-day imprisonment after consultations wittn@alez. He then triumphantly announced
that Martel had been saved.

Although we had been reduced to zombies, he, aasrgur advisor, accompanied us -
the children and myself - to a London notary taongige mortgage loan saving Martel.
Christine was held hostage in Oxford by my sistet larother.

At the end of the day, he had us sign documentshwivere to be used by somewhat
blind notaries to carry out sales transactionsgethistence of which | would only learn of after
exiting my ‘captivity’.

- To extract oneself from the claws of such a predatpthere are two possibilities

- Either the penny drops at a precise moment and the victhestablishes contact
with the real world. However, this often happendejlate, after the damage has been done
and leaving the victim in a state of helplessnessdistress when left unsupported.

- Or exit counselling proceedings have to be initiaggipractised by Stephan HAS-
SAN in the United States.

Christine had the courage and perspicacity to tgkéhe first possibility, encouraged
and aided by her employer, Robert POUGET de SAINCTOR. This played a crucial role
in saving the whole family.

As for myself, | needed to resort to the secondsibdgy, and | deem it important to
describe what this involved and how it helped me.

Although Christine had spent three days trying thaiit success - to get me to open
my eyes before departing, the exit counselling tesamup by Maitre PICOTIN took just
thirty seconds to gently put me in touch with teality of our situation. Reading the file on
our liberation, | have been able to appreciatedmsiderable amount of work needed for
such an operation to be a success.

Inquests, psychological testing of the victims wiltle help of friends and relatives,
finding funding, studying the relevant laws andslof other things all need to be done before
such an operation can be started. These speciadigiond to well-defined ethical rules re-
specting the freedom of individuals, and their &@nto get the victim to start looking at real-
ity, without exercising any force. The idea is‘tiod the right key for the right lock”. This
allows psychological deprogramming - always violand difficult to live through - to be
avoided.
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Thanks to the tenacity of Christine and Maitre PTDand his team, we were among
the first victims in Europe to benefit from this tned, despite all the difficulties associated
with the different legislations within the Europednion. Without the financial support from
friends, Aquitaine politicians from all parties,cakdouard BRAYNE, French consul-general
in London, there can be little doubt that theseraipens would not have been possible.

- The Exit

Exiting from this ‘captivity’ brought a sensatioflderty but also one of great helplessness.
We were all very traumatised, and the pain wasafteen more than when we had been held
in captivity. We were constantly gnawed by guily,ibcomprehension. Dependent on a vic-
tim's age, the range of problems differ a lot. Thasequences of such a catastrophe are not
the same when you are over 50 as they are whemarngoR0. For 10 years, personal develop-
ment came to a standstill, a situation greatlycaiifig) the youngest of the group.

Within just a short period of time, the backlaslpegred, taking the form of total fa-
tigue, and a number of us needed several montlesebbeing able to start work again. One
gradually became aware that one had been braindiagievitnessed by the fact that an awful
lot of effort was needed just to remember thingd ttlad happened before captivity.

Supported by empathetic exit counselling, you yelallve to work on yourself to re-
gain your resilience. You have to accept the flaat you have lost your home, your furniture,
your memories. And you have to get over that fgetihindividual and family ‘mental rape’.

A calm dialogue with friends, neighbours and relkedi is needed, allowing them to
understand what we have been through, and alsgsftwr understand what they went through
all those years.

Financially and psychologically ruined, we were wéucky to be taken in by our
friends and a large section of the family.

Christine's return triggered a chain of solidar@ggntinuing well after the whole family
had returned. The loan of an apartment by frieradsdnabled our family unit to reconstruct
itself, the gift of a car has extended our fieldfreledom, and the financial support received
over a period of many months has helped us get toagkr day-to-day routine.

The presence of family and friends during the cpurteedings was also a great help.
The severity of his deeds could have brought Tilyfront of a criminal court. However,
given the complexity of the case, we preferreddoept downgrading the case and having it
judged in a correctional court.

In the first instance, Tilly was sentenced to 8rgaa prison and Gonzalez to 5 years.
Tilly appealed against his sentence and ended ing Bentenced to 10 years. True to himself,
he appealed to the Supreme Court - enjoying fghll@id!!

For the five of us, what still needs to be managexithe various lawsuits resulting
from Tilly's destructive manoeuvres and which themal proceedings left unresolved.

Reconstruction is under way, though everyday kfaat always easy. Work for some
of us, studies for others, and reintegrating oueseln family circles and circles of friends for
all of us.

To protect future family generations against anggaumours, we felt the need to
write a book describing what we went through. itte ts “Nous n'étions pas armés”and it is
published by PLON.

- Why did this “announced catastrophe” not come to arend sooner?
As early as 2001 one of our friends and certainilfamembers not made captive attempted

to alert the Lot and Garonne judicial authoritisending letters to the Public Prosecutor, a
report to the UNADFI, a Research in the interedtaaiilies, and many other interventions to
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the highest level of the State. More seriously,itherventions of Maitre PICOTIN in his ca-
pacity as lawyer were not taken into account, @iht) rejected on account of the absence of a
“crime of mental manipulation”. Indeed, it took tAdout-Picard Act of 12 June 2001 just to
introduce the crime of “abuse of weakness and mymme”. The difficulty here is that it is the
victim himself who has to press charges, as Chastias to do in March 2009. This basically
means that the victim first has to exit from hisher captivity. Moreover, families have no
power at all when one of their members is beingimdated.

What needs to be done is to amend the About-Pieirdoerhaps introducing a provi-
sion enabling adults to be made wards of courgllowing time to check whether informed
consent has been given by people who suddenly mahdrom their surroundings, upturn
their lives andseemingly act against their own interests

Raising the awareness of and training police afficeawyers and magistrates in the
concepts of manipulation and mind control wouldnseedispensable.

Victims must stop being afraid fwess charges

A History of cult defenders and their allies proteting cult
groups and the Neglect of Human Dignity to those whare
truly victims

David Clark, FECRIS representative to the United Nations in Nenk

| would like to thank the organizers of this spe@@" anniversary FECRIS conference for

inviting me to speak and address you today ondbigerence theme and topic so many peo-
ple need to adequately understand and assist Wiosdave been hurt due to negligence and
serious misunderstanding. Thank you for being heday and | appreciate your labor and

interest in this topic that effects so many peaplpacted by cult organizations and their sup-
porters who avoid damage and abuse caused by dedethé indefensible.

My own journey in to the world of the cults began1i972 when | was not seeking to
join a cult but nonetheless became a member of lattee did | know, what a life altering
experience would bring me more than 40 years @fcticult exposure to my life from around
the world. Even though I left my own cult in 197dedto a suicide of a close friend who was
group member that introduced us to this new orgdina. | encountered other new youth
oriented cult groups through recruiting effortsmy friends and encounters on college cam-
puses. Even though these sects had very diffeattides from each other the group charac-
teristics had traits that were eerily similar te ttult | was a member of for approximately two
years. | did not beat the bushes looking for treuilt | encountered patterns of behavior that
drew my attention to a mental and psychologicatess that was harmful to the individual.
The surrender of autonomy and critical thinkinghe group’s will was a matter of compli-
ance and lack of conformity caused punitive peesltvithout perceived legitimate alterna-
tives or options. These cult environments isolai@nbers from the outside world whether it
is physical or mental and set up the new recruittlie indoctrination process that ends up
creating the us versus them adversarial relatiprshvards relationships of a life time.

It was my contact with friends and families thad lme to other cults near where |
lived in the northeast corridor of the United S¢adé America. Other families in the area were
looking for their loved ones in these new cults anegas known for debating some of those
cult leaders and missing family members needect tlocated and parents asked me if have |
seen them.
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One family in the Pennsylvania area was lookingti@ir missing daughter and | was
invited to attend United States Senator Robert Baathering about the new cult phenome-
non in the United States of America referred t@&Bay of Affirmation and Protest” Febru-
ary 18, 1976 at the United States Russell Senaligifgias a former cult member myself.

| shared my own testimony on February 17, 1976hisf two day gathering. Senator
Dole responded to the 14,000 named petition toyauemn investigation into harmful cult
groups. It was my first exposure to experts thattenfor and against cultic organizations from
an interdisciplinary perspective including doctdegjal experts, mental health professionals
and clergy. What really impressed me was the thensanilarity from families and former
cult members from all over the country of the hadaception, exploitation, authoritarian
control and abuse these diverse groups share imoom

As | listened to the professional experts thatifiedtabout the harm caused by cults
and | began realizing the true power of cult mimthtool could be expressed in such clear
terms. The cults also testified with their repreatwes and professional supporters but the
major difference | noticed was the selection preagsosen by the cults and their witnesses
did not reflect the daily reality common with masiit members | had direct observation with
in the trenches of sect life. The cult groups’ euas on religious and civil liberties issues
that our first Amendment of the United States Citutsdbn is guaranteed to protect and we
had no problem with that issue. Abuse and harm wWereroblem and we needed investiga-
tive tools and formal evidence that required respsnwhere responsible authorities could
assist hurting families who need help.

As time progressed | began developing relationshigis cult afflicted families and
former members where individual new organizatioad grown out of the “Citizens Engaged
in Reuniting Families” and Ad-Hoc Committee thattnre Washington, DC in February of
1976. | was also introduced to Dr. Margaret Singko addressed John Hopkins University
in Baltimore, Maryland after the Senator Dole’shgaing. Author Dr. Walter Martin, the
world class scholar on cults in his world renowe&ssic book, “Kingdom of the Cults” was
also a seminal experts on cults that mentored roatdhe cult brainwashing issue. He stated
in his audio tape series about “The Way Internatibnoncerning brainwashing that you do
not get rid of a term which is valid because soneemisuses or abuses the term and he would
not stop using the it. | also encountered the legak of Law Professor, Richard Delgado
and his California Law Review publication titledRéligious Totalism: Gentle and Ungentle
Persuasion Under the First Amendment” (1977) tleablme a repeated primary legal tool in
court cases involvingoercive persuasioarguments.

Many cults in court cases uniformly attacked tlegdl position and hired professional
defenders along the lines of civil and religiouselity protections. They promoted academics
in religious studies and sociology who had relaglops with certain organizations in various
cases. What | encountered over the decades ofvaliser was that the cults had networked
with these hired professionals that actually bectopeofficials of very influential organiza-
tions in especially social science and religioustiented associations. Under the banner of
objective and impartial academic or even scienstiedies we encounter professional advo-
cacy relationships that have a vested interesinaeutly are affiliated with ideological groups
where conflict of interest could be seriously amjue

A number of these hired experts aggressively trprihibit the submission of valid
factual evidence that provides proof of damagingrhand abuse that injure the minds and
lives of cult victims.

| also went to Washington, DC to attend the 1978.&enator Dole joint Congres-
sional hearing on Jonestown after the Jim Jondstragedy. Cult members surrounded the
Russell Senate building before sunrise to prevamér cult members and cult afflicted fami-
lies from being in the hearing room. The cult mersbe&ho did occupy the hearing room
would create noisy outbursts during testimony givkeey opposed. The human rights of
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American citizens who died needlessly in Jonestauether by induced suicide or coercive
murder had to be addressed by our government. Tindered California Congressmen Leo J.
Ryan was on a fact finding mission in Guyana altoetPeople’s Temple due to over 1000 of
his constituents seeking help for loved ones whey theriously worried about in this very
dangerous organization. One of the new religiouseneent’s leading expert stated that Jim
Jones and the Peoples Temple was not a cult bairsstream Christian Church.

As time moves on more and more “new religious maamthacademics emerge on
the scene and the issue of fundamental human ngiswide become abused and neglected
in the name of religious liberty and constitutiopadtections.

It was Dr. John Clark, Jr., MD., Assistant Profeseb Psychiatry at the Harvard
Medical School, before the state of Vermont Seaiemittee and the Joint United States
Congressional hearing on Jonestown that help laygtbundwork for “health hazards were
extreme”[1] towards cult members endangering théane of it's citizens before legislative
bodies. He testified that coercive persuasion hodght reform techniques practiced on unin-
formed subjects led to “disastrous health conserpggnHuman rights of cult members were
of primary concern and review of applicable legedgesses needed to be addressed. Dr.
Clark testified, “The destructive cults are numerand include very well known ones such as
Hare Krishna, the Unification Church, the Sciengidts, and the Divine Light Mission, all of
whom use the same basic techniques.” These orgmmgabjected to the use of the word
“cult” as being pejorative and derogatory and heaafgssionals whether legal, academic or
religious scholars who defended the idea thatwlais prejudicial terminology. Hare Krishna
had distributed professional published literaturgtied, “Don’t Lump Us In” concerning the
cult/sect label. The strange irony is when you r&dterminology chosen by published “new
religious movement” academics and even the nevs quiblications. They refer to former
members as “apostates” that is normally used byrthestream orthodox religious organiza-
tions. Another designation they applied towardstflrand testimony of cult members was
“atrocity tales” and other terminology to discred#iuable information that could expose hid-
den details cults protect from outside examination.

In the early 1980’s | had the opportunity to tgsbkefore the White House Conference
on Families in Washington, DC in front of Coretteo& King, the wife of the late Dr. Martin
Luther King about the destructive impact of cultstbe American family. It was the same
time period of Transcendental Meditiation, Hareskrnia, and Charles Manson were featured
in the Washington Post our newspaper for the natioapitol city about the Cult Contro-
versy. | learned from Coretta Scott King about inegrest in the TM due to the Federal Court
Case against T.M. for deceitful fraud claiming @saxsimply a relaxation technique and it was
not religious in nature. | informed Coretta abcw federal court decided that T.M. was in-
deed religious and could not receive tax dollafsisTevent demonstrated to me where we
have obtained legal accomplishments we should dihéewith appropriate authorities for
their consideration. | have found consistently otlex decades around the world that legal
success cases can benefit future defense of huglds of cult victims and their families.

As we transition from the 1980s into the 1990’'st debal defenders and their aca-
demic “new religion movement” sympathizers focukedvily in the United States of Amer-
ica on the first amendment free exercise of retigitauses of the USA constitution. This ap-
proach provides general immunity from legal “taability” that is rooted in religious beliefs.
Religious studies and sociology academic publicatisympathetic to the “new religious
movements” provide serious amount of attentiorhts kegal and alleged objective scientific
information. We in the counter cult community haesponded to the other side of the legal
argument where courts have legally stated, “whdigious belief is absolutely protected,
religiously motivated conduct is not”. This has e the great divide concerning human
rights when dealing with cults/sects and their déé¥s commonly called “cult apologists”, a
term they find objectionable. Let the factual recepeak for itself and brainwashing expert
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Harvard Professor Robert J. Lifton, author of “TgbuReform and the Psychology of Total-
ism” recommends restoring terms to their origingamngs. We should not deny descriptive
terminology especially when it is accurate.

We should consider some of the legal history caringrthe human rights when ad-
dressing “coercive persuasion” “thought reform teghes” and “brainwashing” and the
documented damaging, harmful and abusive effecisiding suicide and deaths in destruc-
tive cult organizations. The Manson Family, Patsakst and the SLA, Jonestown, Heaven’s
Gate, WACO, Aum Shin Rikyo, Solar Temple and ottwts demonstrate the human rights
of the cult members were truly violated resultinghe violent deaths of their members. The
legal community has truly become a battlefield aver protection of these victims from very
preventable harm but sad to say this battle imledys an honourable one.

Let us consider some of the legal and academic pbesnof this struggle and false debates.
When trying to prove legal harm in court a numblecases have been lost due to the success-
ful defence of the free exercise clauses of tret Amendment must be protected. The false
debate issues arise from inaccurate informationiggilegal standing and legal cases expose
some of these deficiencies. When reading cult pabtns and their academic and legal sup-
porters you may think that deprogramming was alwdlggal. Law Professor Richard
Delgado wrote, “some courts have permitted theticneaf guardianships or allowed criminal
actions against cults as appropriate methods deging children.” Concerning this, “The
Way International” deprogramming case, “conductalhis religiously motivated may be
limited when there is a substantial public intefeBhis was applied to the recruiting methods
of that organization providing a distinction betwdeliefs and process.

Another legal example was Alexander versus theitatibn Church of America. Miss
Helander was provided legal representation fromUhgication Church and paying all legal
expenses and would receive any judgment grantddige Helander. Along with other legal
cases was part of a general policy to destroy 8eecdeprogrammers and others who had the
courage to oppose the viewpoints of the Unificaf@iwurch. The court held the fact that the
suits against deprogrammers might be successiuleigvant to their claim that the defen-
dants [UC] are liable for abuse of process.” Somemocults have used similar funding ap-
proaches. The Minnesota Supreme Court gave pagehtense to forcefully restrain their
offspring according to the Akron Law Review-Volurhg:1.

As the decades have progressed from the latteoktite twentieth century into the
twenty-first century the courts, scientific and @emic research have moved toward greater
accountability for actions while protecting religmbeliefs in the process. The research pro-
vided by the late Dr. Paul Martin, Ph.D, the FounaleWellspring in Ohio, USA is a good
example of this effort.

The “new religious movements” supporters have attivntroduced information al-
leging persecution of minority beliefs and religiand fact checking the allegations can be a
very daunting task. The false debate continuessanabted in suspect information when you
examine the real history behind it.

One of the main tools of this alleged persecutibmmority groups are those whom
supported brainwashing, coercive persuasion or roamdrol have a legitimate foundation to
support it. Rutgers University Sociology profesBenjamin Zablocki, Ph.D. author of “The
Blacklisting of a concept: The strange historyled brainwashing conjecture in the sociology
of religion” [October, 1997] “To justify the charge blacklisting requires that there be some
degree of collusion within the established poweaucttire of a discipline to defame, ridicule,
or ignore the theory or marginalize its adherethaeant to show that this has happened....”
And so the false debate continues especially whermtiman rights of cult victims are a seri-
ous consideration.
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Irving Louis Horowitz early warning of the corrupti of the scientific community of
lavish funding of NRMs [New Religious Movements]redevant to this issue. ... With regard
to finances, a major obstacle toward the sort ofymss desired is the cloud of secrecy that
surrounds the funding of research on NRMs. Theodogy of religion can no longer avoid
the unpleasant ethical question of how to deal Witge sums of money being pumped into
the field by the religious groups being studied...”

Academic scholar Stephen Kent, a Professor in #pgadment of Sociology at the
University of Alberta in Canada and was also grawadh.D. in religious study in 1984. He
authored, “When Scholars Know Sin Alternative Bielns and Their Academic Supporters”.
This critical evaluation exposes “Informational 6iat” Groups”, when the United States Fed-
eral Bureau of Investigation or FBI raid againstieGtology offices and Washington,
DC...confiscated documents from the Guardian’s Offigéh one undated memo entitled
“Secret PR [Public Relations] Front Groups” Leadthg list was APRIL, Alliance for the
Preservation of Religious Liberties” in 1977. Fdsnof Freedom followed APRIL created
after my exit counseling intervention with a membgeirhe Bible Speaks member who won a
United States Supreme Court victory judgment ofr @million dollars moving the organiza-
tion into bankruptcy. Because the group used deteitiplicity and caused diminished men-
tal capacity harm was successfully argued in tgalleutcome. Two other United States Su-
preme court victories by former cult members frovo bther cults where Dr. Margaret Singer
was the expert witness concerning cult mind cordamhage and both cults were unsuccessful
in excluding her testimony on religious or civibdirty objections.

The Maryland Task Force on Cults, a government begdslly defeated cult organiza-
tions’ lawsuit where religious liberty motions agsti the task force were argued unsuccess-
fully. Guidelines against deceitful recruitment,aand abuse to university students pre-
vailed.

Legal expert David Bardin Esq, LLP of Ardent FOX&k firm. CSJ published, “Psy-
chological Coercion and Human Rights: Mind Con{f8rainwashing”) Exists. -- Mind Con-
trol exist.” Yet misguided academics like ProfesBlancy T. Ammerman are still trying to
pretend otherwise. In a report to the Departmedustice and the Treasury...Dr. Ammerman
said that cult followers “need” and “seek” what Kseh [of WACO Texas] offers and that
“cult brainwashing” is a “thoroughly discrediteddrmcept.

United States Supreme Court Justice Brennan andhdkrdescribed mind control
aka (psychological coercion) in 1988 when they axy@d “as a factual matter” why the use
of threat of physical or legal coercion” are na@ thnly methods by which a condition of in-
voluntary servitude could be created. False debatesurt rooms only harm sect victims who
need help not deceit.

In closing | would direct my attention to the UnitBlations and the work of FECRIS
towards annual official published statements inveotldwide UN languages we produce de-
fending human rights and dignity of cult victimssociety since 2011 through 2014. Thank
you for your indulgence and permitting me to repreg/ou in New York.

Viva la FECRIS,
David Clark

On subsequent pages:
Luigi Corvaglia, Psychologist, Vice-President o thari NGO, CeSAP - Italy

The free choice of enslavement

19 Centro Studi sugli Abusi Psicologici (Ce.S.AP.) Bari, Ttaly - www.cesap.net
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Free to be slaves

Things are very easy to
define if you have all the
necessary elements to
do it. You have to be a
surrealist artist (or a
French philosopher) to
deny it with a logical
joke (No matter how
much it LOOKS like a
pipe, this is not a pipe.
It is a painting)

LCeci nest nas une fufie.

This trick requires
two levels: that of
meaning and that of
the signifier

surrealist sy
artist - e = J:IHEIHHT'} artist

fool
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5

CURREALIST TAINTER. RENE
-« WAGRITTE ANP (S UROTHER, fue-
| SORREALIST TLIMBER, ROVRIGO.| Ko

K By e s >

Cult Apologists say

Nobody is forced to join a cult

Anyone who wants to leave a cult isf
free to do so whenever he likes

Therefore

those who oppose any form of
worship or practice are enemies
of freedom and intolerant =




A SPECIAL WELCOME

EOITORIAL Condoning brutalities
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Who are the defenders of
free choice?

democratic
unbigoted
emisve TOlEGraNt -

Open -minded

= Therefore

Gurus, cult leaders and cult apologists are examples of
U|'.I{".‘I1-IT1I[][](!{'jﬂ{‘..'-:h. tolerance and élﬂ[i-[’]tlgmdtl.‘ill'l....

Two examples of broad-minded .
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Free to join?

I One size does not fit all

Yes, this means that no choice is completely free. But it does not n||>.11
that it is impossible to define the choices that are strongly influenced b
conditioning factors, The existence of warm water does not prevent ong
from recognizing boiling water

This action should take place in y ;
a state of absence of 0 ﬁ
conditioning factors

No. A free choice provides a
complete knowledge of the
costs and consequences of an
action

= = e |

. ™A case of free choice that encourages ethical
Al questions: Christian Domestic Discipline

'Sometimes, even when so called free!

choice is evident, because it is based

on a clear understanding of the costs,

a modern and civilized society should
ask itself some questions.

What do you call it when a husband|some would say @ Some people say He's
beats his wife with a paddle fdr|domestic abuse. & { doing God's work

disobeying him?




In America there is a new movement (Christian Domestic Discipling]
whereby wives are encouraged to allow their husband to discipling
them by spanking!

These wives agree that “the husband is the head of the household and
with that position comes the right to enfarce his authority”. It's in the
Bible!

In their words, "Domestic discipline is the practice between twp
consenting life partners in which the head of the household {HoH)
takes the necessary measures to achieve a healthy relationship
dynamic

...the right to
enforce my
authority....

If you respect this life-style,
are you

democratic
unbigoted = @
permissive TOlera.nt

Open-minded )

[don't know Some say that the respect, in the guise of
‘cultural refativism’, of those traditions that all
advanced societies consider barbaric may appear
as a form of tolerance and demecracy, but, in
fact, it hides, a deep-form of prejudice. It s
known as "dif

This is the shift of the
racist argument from
nature to culiure.




assumption s that some
cannot  integrate This nec-racism presents itself
o5 into the modermn as “the true anti-racism”, exactly
open society because they as the cult apologists present
are oo closed and different themselves as the true

It "a surrender defenders of civil liberties

why should it
be any different
when it comes
to cults and
closed groups?

So, we were [talking abaut
free choice..,

b

I'he absence of evident violence Qs never
been a requisite useful to distinguEh freedom
Free to leave? frofigoercion

1 i 1 i1 - 1
shatll gaime tricksters say. " The followsrs of a aieh it

i i " A e clearly: servitude is
ult e Tree bo leave wWhienesoer Ehey vean

then the anticult movement most be ling Le discours de voluntary

when b ‘savs  thal the cultists ane la servitude volontale

i He wrote about the tyrant

;;ﬁ."..‘.': 'F:I-‘! 1 : 4 \ : 1 Where has he ocquired
| [ il L - enough eyes (o 5Dy upon
youl i vou do not provide
them ourselves?

How cafivhe have so many
arms o el o with if he

dhoes not boresy thetn from
v

Let's ask again

Who are the defenders of 0pen-minded o
free choice? - democratic /-
: unbigoted -

permissive TOlerant




Beware of
charlatans { CeSAP

www.cesdp. net

Luigi Corvaglia

luig| corvaglia@yahoo.l
Defender of civil rights
ilusionists make a fio

Marcel Conradt, historian and author
Parliamentary assistant, European Parliament, Belgim

If I had to answer your question point blank about“Sects: what do they
mean for the European Union?™- actually the title of my presentation -, |
would be inclined to answer:« Not much! »

Not much, for the simple reason that this is afiel which the EU has absolutely no compe-
tence in application of the existing Treaties amtlat is more, a field in which it tends to
tread very carefully.

That said, | feel sure that's too short an answer.

My presentation, Mr Chairman, will not be very gamnal.

To maintain objectivity as much as possible, Il vié restricting myself to going
through a number of texts that have emerged fraEtlropean Parliament or the Council of
Europe.

A number of these have remained in draft form laae not been put to the vote. Oth-
ers have remained as opinions.

Whatever they are, reading them will show us thatope is treading more than just
carefully. You could even use the term *hesitantlgs if walking on eggs.

The articles, recitals and extracts from explanatmemoranda that | will reading out
to you have been chosen completely arbitrarily. éiheless, in my mind they summarise the
situation and the legal framework, if there is one.

We will see a large number of repetitions as wslInoticing that there is a great ten-
dency to use generalisations.

Let us start out by saying that each report, elmaft text from the European Parliament
or the Council of Europe has its own terminologyewtspeaking about - in quotation marks -
“sects”.

Indeed nobody really seems to know how exactleterrto “them”.

Nobody really seems to be willing to venture outodthe ice.
Each uses his own terminology.

Sects ..... Sectarian movements ...
Sects and psychic groups ...

New religious movements ....
Psycho-groups
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Movements emerged from a mother sect ....
lllegal sects
Groups of a religious, spiritual or esoteric nature

Europe has obviously not even managed to reacleagrm on what to call them!

And the icing on the cake is that a number ofédhesvements are recognised as a relig-
ion or church in certain EU countries ... whileotiners as a “sect”. This hardly makes matters
easier.

In fact, the European Union and the Council ofdperare, in a certain way, locked in
by a basic human right:

that of believing or not believing,
i.e. freedom of religion or belief.

But also in their non-competence with regard tontgotion” and whether they recognise a
“belief” as such or not.

* * *

January 2013

The European Court of Human Rights condemns Frésrceot having recognised the reli-
gious nature of the three “religious movementsiv@iving the tax exemption of donations):

- The Religious Association of the Pyramid Tempiafdarom)

- The Evangelical Missionary Church (Eric Salal(astellane, Alpes-de-Haute-

Provence).

- The Association of the Knights of the Golden Loo{Besancon).
Not having gained tax exemption of donations oroant of the three organisations not being
recognised as “religious”, was, in the view of BEtHR, a breach of their freedom of relig-
ion, enshrined in Article 9 of the European Conventbbhluman Rights.

The ECtHR based its ruling on a similar ruling28f11 relating to the Jehovah Wit-
nesses.

The tone is set, Mr Chairman: “freedom of religion”

The sacrosanct freedom of religion and belief!

> Let us now take a look at the various European posons.

In a response given by Commissioner Fratini in 2095 to a parliamentary question, the po-
sition of the EU was summed up as follows:
“(...) there is no European policy on sectarian nroeats.

The problem of sects is a complex one and canerg¢tatissues linked to Community / EU
policies such as freedom of establishment, freedbmovement, public order, security and
justice, as well as respect of fundamental humghtsi

The Commission has no studies available on sectariovements within the European
Union. In application of the principle of subsidigrz Community action in this field is not
currently considered to be necessary.”

Basically, Mr Chairman, | could stop here.

> A few years earlier, during Belgium's EU Presidencyin 2001, an MEP put the
following question to the Council



One of the Member States, France, has a muchisgticlaw on religion in which the term
‘sect’, as applied to smalleshurches and religious groupglays a key role.

(...) Are we not at risk of diminishing respect fioe public’s choice of life philosophy
and religious faith, with greater intolerance agesult, if an increasing number of Member
States adopt legislation which outlaws or activelyersees some forms of church and reli-
gious groups.»

On behalf of the Council, Ms Neyts Uyttebroeck reghl
“(...) the Council is not really qualified in any wa&o express an opinion on the question he
has posed. | should, though, like to remind hirbeélaration No 11 in the Final Document
of Amsterdam, a declaration regarding the statushafrches and non-confessional organisa-
tions.

» This has now become TFEU Atrticle 17, §§ 1 and 2, tife Treaty of Lisbon.

> Let us continue looking at the European texts.

I would like to start by referring to the draft cep of MEP Maria Bergeion “Sects in
Europe”, a report dating back to 1997 and to which | wélcoming back to later on.

To understand the European Union's scope of iatdion and field of action, recitals C
and G make interesting reading.

Recital C.

whereas there is no legal definition of a 'culti,aas in the resolution of 29 February 1996,
the term does not carry any value judgementd whereas the legal position with regard to
State recognition of religious groups and cultsesagreatly between the Member States,

and whereas the formation of a cult is one of tmedémental freedoms of religion, con-

science, thought and assembly,

Recital G.

whereas State authorities can regard the existehcelts as problematic only when they
threaten public order and/or the standard civitiles, and whereas the representatives of na-
tional parliaments in most Member States regardettistence and activities of cults in their
Member State as insignificant or unproblematic,

» In 1984, the European Parliament (at that time only6 countries) had already
adopted a Resolution entitled

“Resolution of 22 May 1984 on a common approachh@/Member States of the European
Community towards various infringements of the kavthe new organization®perating un-
der the protection afforded to religious bodies.»

“New organizations”,a term which would now be considered as politicatiyrect. As
if we didn't dare cite them ...

A title per seinterestingas it refers to "infringements of the law" as essive criteria.
Yet surprising all the same, as if infringementshaf law were not wrong ... whether commit-
ted by ordinary people or by a religious organtati

Are we going to have to define the infringemenitdh@ law which would be wrong
when committed by religious organizations?
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Certain infringements can be justified by religias, laws can encroach on the freedom
of religion (e.g. the ritual slaughtering of anisjal

Recitals B and C of this 1984 resolution are wealltw reading again, as they announce
what will become Europe's main argumentation,imis df defence:

“freedom of belief”

Recital B

reaffirming the principle of the existence in thedber States of the European Community
of complete freedom of opinion and religion, then@ounity has no right to judge the legiti-
macy of religious beliefs in general and religi@aasivity in particular.

Recital C

In the conviction that, in this regard, it is nbetvalidity of religious beliefs which is ques-
tioned, but the legal nature of the methods usaedniit new members and of the treatment
of the latter.

Recital F

of this 1984 Resolution confirms what we said atgtart ... the problem of terminology!

whereas, due to the fact that these organizationsederred to by different names in the
Member States, it is very difficult to find a nealtconcept understood the same way by eve-
ryone.

» This said, let us stay with the European Parliamentind look at the Resolution
adopted in February 1996, one with a clearer title.

“Resolution on cults in Eussp

a Resolution referred to in the draft Berger reports Recital C:

whereas there is no legal definition of a ‘cultdams in the resolution of 29 February
1996, the term does not carry any value judgement

A very short resolution, made up of a few recitaisl 9 articles.

Recital A ... the “classic”

reaffirming its attachment to the basic principtdsdemocracy and the rule of law, such as
tolerance, and freedom of conscience, religionyghd, association and assembly,

Recital C: the finding

whereas the activities of groups of cults or cyftet associations are a phenomenon that is
rapidly proliferating, and taking increasingly dige forms, throughout the world,



Recital D: a certain form of positioning

whereas many religious and other sects are perfesgitimate and are therefore entitled to
have their organizations and activities protectaden the guarantees of individual and reli-
gious freedom enshrined in the European Convewmti¢tuman Rights,

Recital G treading carefully

whereas, however, some cults operating througlssdrontier network within the European
Union are engaging in activities of an illicit orimainal nature and in violations of human
rights (...)

> As to the Articles of this 1996 Resolution, they @ nothing but a banality ...

Art. 1

Reaffirms the right to freedom of thought, consceeand religion and to freedom of associa-
tion, subject to the limits imposed by the needespect the freedom and privacy of the indi-
vidual and to provide protection from practicestsas torture, inhuman and degrading treat-
ment, slavery, etc.;

Art. 2

Calls on the Member States to ensure that the kaglpolice authorities make effective use
of existing legal provisions and instruments atoretl level and cooperate actively and more
closely, particularly within Europol, to combat ta#acks on the fundamental rights of indi-
viduals of which certain cults are culpable;

Arts 3 & 4

3. Calls on the Member States to ascertain whehesr judicial, fiscal and penal provisions
are adequate to prevent the activities of suchsciittm resulting in unlawful actions;

4. Calls on the governments of the Member Statésonmake the granting of religious status
automatic and to consider, in the case of sectslved in undercover or criminal activity,
withdrawing their status as religious communitsbjch confers tax advantages and certain
legal protection;

As in the 1984 text, Article 6 speaks of possibliegal activities of cults”, i.e. there are also
cults and sects with legal activities ....

6. Calls on the Council to study, propose and adogtmeasures (...) in order to control and
combat the illegal activities of cults in the Eueap Union;

As for Article 7, it naively ...

7. Instructs the Commission and the Member Stateshow the utmost vigilance to ensure
that Community subsidies are not granted to illicilt-type associations
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Out of the blue, without any explanation being givere see the concept ‘bllicit cult-type
associations”appearinglt would thus seem that there are legal and illegik and sects ...

It should however be noted that the term “culsshot defined in this text, as is the case
with all others.

This would imply that the definition of this woid no problem and that it would go
without saying ...

But that is far from being the case. All the meoewhen we see that what is defined as
a “cult” in one EU country may be officially recaged as a “religious movement” in another.

> Let us now turn to the Council of Europe, another lndy looking into the problem.

The Resolution of the European Parliament whichhese just referred to, also referred to a
Recommendation of the Council of Europe in its oeay] ...

A recommendation adopted in 1992"sects and new religious movements”
.... and a somewhat disputable amalgam.

Recommendation 1178.

Recommendation on sects and new religious movements

Its Article 5 sets the scene:

5. (The Council of Europe) considers that the fomeaf conscience and religion guaranteed
by Article 9 of the European Convention on Humagh®& _makes major legislation on sects
undesirable, since such legislation might well nfeee with this fundamental right and harm
traditional religions

Does this mean that “traditional” religions are iome from the risk of illegal activities?
(cf. the fining of the Vatican Bank)

Article 6 continues in the same vein.

6. It considers, however, that educational as allegislative and other measures should be
taken in response to the problems raised by sontkeoéctivities of sects or new religious
movements.

In its recommendations, this Resolution of the @idwf Europe states somewhat naively:

I. the basic educational curriculum should includgective factual information concerning
established religions and their major variants,ceoning the principles of comparative relig-
ion and concerning ethics and personal and sagiatisr;

ii. supplementary information of a similar natuaed in particular on the nature and activities
of sects and new religious movements, should atswiblely circulated to the general public.
Independent bodies should be set up to collectandlate this information;

And, somewhat surprisingly:



iii. consideration should be given to introduciegiklation, if it does not already exist, which
grants corporate status to all sects and new oglsgmovements which have been registered,
together with all offshoots of the mother sect;

Again, we see a new concept cropping up, that‘oh@her sect ...... without any explana-
tion at all. And we are supposed to understand Wtatmeans ... a mother sect!!!

Last but not least, recommendation 6 is more caigin
vi. persons working for sects should be registeveéd social welfare bodies and guaranteed

social welfare coveragend such social welfare provision should alsabalable to those
deciding to leave the sects.

> It is also interesting to take a look at the Europan Parliament's 1998 Resolution
on “the respect of human rights in the Union”

In its Article 31, it

Condemns any infringement of the right to freeddmetigion, and calls for the exercise of
minority religionswithout discrimination.

One can rightly ask what is mean by these “minastigions” ...

Though we can imagine what is meant, the door d&ewpen to interpretation.
Do they include “daughter” sects ... in relatiorfnmother” sects

or the new religious movements of which the CouatiEurope speaks?

In its Article 32, the same Resolution ...

Calls on Member States to take measures, in regihebe principles of the rule of law, to
combat infringements of human rights brought albiputertain sects which should have been
refused the status of a religious or cultural orz@ion giving them certain tax advantages
and a certain legal protection.

The term “certain sects” is more than just treadiofily! What does it mean? What are these
“certain sects™? Is it up to us to choose them?

At the end of the day, each country could come utp s own interpretation, choosing be-
tween ... good and bad sects?
Is this what is meant by the principle of subsiiy&r

We note that the Council of Europe calls for a meagnot to grant “cult” status leading to
tax exemptions) which is to become precisely tmason” why France has been condemned
by the European Court of Human Rights ...

» Staying with the European Parliament, the 2002 Repb on the same topic of
fundamental rights is similarly not very forthcoming.

| will restrict myself to reading out its Articles3

Warns the Member States once again against thgedamosed by the activities of sects
which are a threat to the physical or mental intg@f individuals, and calls on the Member
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States, by means of their normal criminal and dswl, to combat unlawful practices and
abuse®n the part of these sects;

A recommendation full of common sense .... deentag normal law is sufficient to punish
offences committed by anyone, whether a sect df not
Specific legislation is, it seems, unnecessary.

» This 2002 Report is based on the 2001 report whidimally went - maybe - a little
bit further.

A report authored by MEP Joke SWIEBEL (a Dutch Slist)
In its Article 46, she says:

46. Calls on the Member States to guarantee wligjipluralism, through equal treatment of
all religions and to ensure that religious and secular views @gpected and can be ex-
pressed on an equal footing;

“All religions™
What exactly does “all” mean? What does this c@\But even so, it is good to see the term
“secular” used.

In Article 47, Joke Swiebel goes on to:

Recommend that Member States fight the unlawfulviiels of so-called sectswhich
threaten the physical or mental integrity of indivals, and in so doing to uphold the princi-
ples of the rule of law and apply the normal praged of criminal and civil law, in line with
the views expressed by the Parliamentary AssentlityeoCouncil of Europe.

Here again we see a new concept appearing .. othsa-called sects”!
This would mean that there are also “genuine” sectsd “so-called onés

Are we talking about genuine ones, false onesdgwoless good ones, worse ones?
And what exactly is a “so-called sect”? Who is gpito define what is a genuine sect and
what a so-called sect?

A further somewhat surprising wording in this Aléic
“recommends that Member States ‘fight the unlawaftilvities’ ... ”
Is that not what any State based on the rule oda@s?

In Article 48, Swiebel highlights an important cept, that of being able to stop being a be-
liever (or a non-believer):

Considers that the freedom no longer to adhere teligion or ideology and to leave the
community concerned should also be deemed a fundamBreedom and that this right
should be actively safeguarded by governments whecessary;

As for Article 49, 1 find its last few words quif@easing, even though these are now some-
times a bit overused in the name of freedom ofjiah.
Let me read them out to you:



Calls on the Member States to ensure that thisiléfmedoes not infringe the autonomy of
women and the principle of equality between womed men and that it is exercised in ac-
cordance with the requirement_of separation betv@airch and State;

> Let us now go back to the Council of Europe and Idoat another report

The one authored by the Romanian rapporteur, Nastas
A text dating back to 1999 (Doc. 8373), a very cozhgnsive text bearing the title:

“lllegal activities of sects”.

We can obviously infer from the title that secta eéso have legalctivities.
A sect is therefore only “reprehensible” on accooits activities. This seems to me to be
more logical.

Instead of speaking of “sects”, Nastase prefenss® the ternigroups of a religious,
esoteric or spiritual nature”.
In his summary of the draft recommendation, he joiew an explanation thereof:

1. The Assembly recalls its Recommendation 117821 9n sects and new religious move-

ments, in which it considered that major legislatan sects was undesirable on the grounds
that such legislation might well interfere with thleedom of conscience and religion guaran-
teed by Article 9 of the European Convention on ldarRights as well as harm traditional re-

ligions.

2. The Assembly reaffirms its commitment to freedohtonscience and religion. It recog-

nises religious pluralism as a natural consequehé@edom of religion. It regards state neu-
trality and equal protection before the law as améntal safeguards against any form of dis-
crimination and therefore calls upon the state @itibs to refrain from taking measures

based on a value judgment concerning beliefs.

5. The Assembly has come to the conclusion thatuhnecessary to define what constitutes a
sect or to decide whether it is a religion or not.

However, there is some concern about groups whieltansidered as sects, whatever reli-
gious, esoteric or spiritual description they adapt this needs to be taken into account.

In his explanatory memorandum, Nastase attemptsxpdain his linguistic and political
choice of words as well as his use of the t&gnoups of a religious, esoteric or spiritual na-
ture” as follows.

C. Definition

8. The first problem that arises when tackling guestion of sects is that of definition, for
there is no generally accepted definition of threntésect”. All the definitions that have been
suggested have been criticised either becausevikey too wide and necessarily included
movements which should have been left out or, @ dbntrary, because they were too
restrictive and left out groups which should hagerbincluded.

9. The risks inherent in lumping all sects togetthenive principally from the generalised use
of the term "sect" to define a multi-facetted phaeoon.

10. For nowadays the word "sect" has taken on #mereely pejorative connotation. In the
eyes of the public, it stigmatises movements whandeities are dangerous either for their
members or for society. The triple drama of theedmf the Solar Temple and the collective
suicide of members of a Californian group also feewed this view and gave rise to great
anxiety or intolerance as reactions to the worldemfts.
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11. Today, this world contains dozens, perhaps éwereds, of larger or smaller groups,
with various beliefs and observances, which areneaessarily dangerous or prejudicial to
freedom. It is true that among these groups areesainich have committed criminal acts.
Nevertheless, the existence of a few dangerous mewes is not enough to condemn all the
rest.

12. The first danger facing authorities wishingrémluce the risks associated with sects'
activities is the temptation to lump harmless aadgrous groupings together. An approach
which lumped all groups together, whether dangemusot, would be manifestly either
disproportionate in the context of freedom of Welieit was too restrictive, or an open door
to every abuse if it allowed dangerous groups toycaut their activities in an uncontrolled
way on the same basis as innocuous groups.

13. The second pitfall which state authorities #thavoid is making a distinction between
sects and religions(2)A perfect illustration of this potential risknked to the term "sect", is
the attitude of certain groups who claim religioo®lerance, or even racism, as soon as a
state plans measures. These groups assert, egpertsr at the ready, that they are not sects
but, in fact, religions and that consequently th&tes has no right to act against them.
Confronted with such allegations, if the state eniseto the debate by trying to demonstrate
that the group in question is not a religion, ilsfan its duty to maintain neutrality and
participates directly in a spiritual or religiousntroversy.

14. These two dangers can be avoided easily bg stathorities, provided that they are
prudent in their use of vocabulary and in theiricemf action concerning the acts of such
groups.

15. Of course, it is clear that it is very temptifog state authorities to use the term "sect",
given that it is easily understood by everyone. Ewsv, state authorities would be well
advised to forgo using this term since there islegal definition of it(3)and it has an
excessively pejorative connotation. In the pulsii;nd today, a sect is extremely evil or
dangerous. There are three possible ways of aypitie of the term "sect".

16. Firstly, definition as a sect could be elimathby classifying all such groups as religions.
Nevertheless, in our opinion, this approach wowddnisguided because it would be unduly
restrictive, the world of sects being so diversagyréup based upon an esoteric doctrine is not
necessarily a religion founded, in theory, on te&atronship between individuals and a
supreme being or force.

17. Secondly, the state could agree to adopt theseosuggested by certain groups and
distinguish between religions — by definition goednd sects — necessarily dangerous — or
even between good and bad sects. Once again, weotdhink such an approach is
acceptable. Under Article 9 of the ECHR, statespaohibited from distinguishing between
different beliefs and from creating a scale of éfsli which is, in our view, unacceptable.
Merely making such a distinction would constitutdisproportionate violation of the freedom
guaranteed by Article 9 of the ECHR, because thng asis of this freedom is the absence of
distinction between beliefs, which explains theestaduty to maintain neutrality.

18. Moreover, such an approach is dangerous bedaubke event of a dispute, the debate
would focus not on the activities of the groupsaned but on the nature of their beliefs.
The first means of defence for some groups is &k 4@ demonstrate that their beliefs

constitute a religion, so that they can then clwnbe acting accordingly, even if that entails
the commission of illegal acts. In these circumstsn if state authorities agree to enter into
an ideological discussion they are obliged to deiee the classification of the beliefs

concerned and will find themselves in an inextrieadituation. Either they have to accept that
the belief concerned is not a religion and are sedwf violating religious freedom and of

persecuting the group concerned. Or alternatielyy consider that the beliefs of the group
effectively constitute a religion, and the latt@kes advantage of state recognition to justify



all its actions, even illegal ones. In both cagshs, state authorities take part in a religious
controversy and therefore fail in their duty to elv& neutrality, under the terms of Article 9
of the ECHR. This kind of debate is therefore @ trawhich some groups systematically try
to ensnare the authorities and which the lattert i@ st pains to avoid.

19. In reality, the only means of avoiding thigpris to eschew any kind of classification of
the beliefs concerned as non-religious beliefssoredigions. This brings us to the third and
final possible course which in our view is the oabceptable one.

20. It allows us to avoid the pitfalls outlined &kdy adopting a more descriptive approach
to the world of sects and by concentrating notlendlassification of beliefs but on the acts
committed in the name or under cover of these tselie

21. Hence we can refer to groups of a “religioysritsial or esoteric” nature. Thus the
various facets of beliefs are accommodated in @m@éformula which is not negative per se.

In his annexed documents, Nastase writes the follpwm his recitals C, D and E:

C. whereas the activities of groups of cults ot-type associations are a phenomenon that is
rapidly proliferating, and taking increasingly dige forms, throughout the world,

D is particularly interesting ....

D. whereas many religious and other sects are gibrlegitimate and are therefore entitled to
have their organizations and activities protecteden the guarantees of individual and reli-
gious freedom enshrined in the European Convewmti¢tuman Rights,

And in E, Nastase goes on to state ...

E. whereas, however, some cults operating througtoss-frontier network within the Euro-
pean Union are engaging in activities of an illieitcriminal nature and in violations of hu-
man rights, such as ... (...)

In Article 2 of his provisional conclusions, Nastas

2 Calls on the Member States to ensure that thed begd police authorities make effective
use of existing legal provisions and instrumentsiatonal level and cooperate actively
and more closely, particularly within Europol, tontbat the attacks on the fundamental
rights of individuals of which certain cults

And to give the following advice in Article 4

— Calls on the governments of the Member States mahdke the granting of religious
status automatic and to consider, in the case aif $evolved in undercover or criminal
activity, withdrawing their status as religious aoomities, which confers tax advantages
and certain legal protection;

And so we find ourselves back with France, lookatgvhy the country was condemned by
the European Court of Human Rights in January 2013
On the hand “one” advises, on the other hand “@oetiemns ...

So let's look at Article 5:

— Calls on the Member States, in this regard, to sippthe exchange of information
between them so as to coordinate data on the leetigmenon
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OK, but which data and on whom?
We shouldn't forget that groups are recognised (dnmilefore protected) “religions” or
“churches” in certain EU countries, and “sectsbthers.

> Before winding up, | would like to come back to theropean Parliament and the draft
1997 report of MEP Maria Berger (an Austrian Sastalhich | mentioned briefly by
way of introduction.

A report which remained a draft. It just got stuokthe Parliament's 1998 labyrinth, a pre-
European election year .

The fact that a report remains a draft is nothirgeptional, though in our case it is
regrettable. All the more so as there has beeneabparliamentary debate on this subject
since, though it is also true that the subjectlbasa bit of its topicality at both a European
and global level. The 2004 EU Enlargement saw asivasrrival of “new religions”.And
naturally of ... “sects”.

This Berger report, which | mentioned earlier, hauple of recitals at the start which
are very much worth mentioning.

Recital C:

whereas there is no legal definition of a 'cultda@s in the resolution of 29 February 1996,
the term does not carry any value judgement, aner@ds the legal position with regard to
State recognition of religious groups and cultsigargreatly between the Member States, and
whereas the formation of a cult is one of the funeatal freedoms of religion, conscience,
thought and assemply

And Recital G:

whereas State authorities can regard the existasfceults as problematic only when they
threaten public order and/or the standard civildities, and whereas the representatives of
national parliaments in most Member States regédwel éxistence and activities of cults in
their Member State as insignificant or unproblemati

Apart from these two recitals, Recital E is alsogodat interest, and its last phrase is
more than clear:

whereas, for the reasons given under C and D acaube such groups can emerge and dis-
appear quickly, Parliament should not undertakdr&ov up a list of cults,

Other recitals are equally interesting in this traport:

D. whereas, therefore, any recommendation for agtiast concern only the problematic as-
pects and any risks connected with the activitgestain cults, if they affect a person's physi-
cal and mental integrity or the social and finahstanding, and whereas such behaviour must
be the subject of intervention within all other d$nof organization, whether religious or not,

K. whereas most Member States regard the presgal ilestruments as sufficient and the
joint meeting unanimously rejected specific anti-éegislation, but whereas the joint meet-
ing also stressed that sufficient use was not naddiee present legal instruments to combat
criminal activities or breaches of tax or socialgéy laws,



And L.

whereas the attraction of cults should be seeheasymptom of a profound social, moral and
civic disquiet and in the light of a longing fom@eaning and purpose in life, which for some
people in today's scientific and technological shcmarked by individualism and the erosion
of the traditional social fabric is no longer besggisfied by the traditional churches,

M. whereas the demands of today's work environroeggte a favourable climate for services
offering help to overcome perceived individual ifagls or personality faults,

while N. is particularly interesting

whereas the potential dangers of many cults prignaffect individuals, including young
people, possibly damaging their mental and physitagrity or their social and financial
standing, and whereas at present and on the Wfatsie available information there is no rea-
son to fear that the firmly-established democratstitutions based on the rule of law in all
the Member States are in immediate danger,

And finally, recitals R. and U:

R. whereas detailed analysis and critical discussfahe teachings and philosophies of cults
and the methods they use, as long as these aidegat, presents a social and political chal-
lenge to which the recognized churches and relggmummunities, the political parties, con-
sumer protection organizations and those suppoféimglies and young people must respond
and whereas if particular economic sectors and'gnges are affected, employers' and work-
ers' organizations are also called upon to dedl this issue,

U. whereas, in view of the very different degreesvhich this topic is regarded as a problem
in the Member States and the present lack of atjatwe and qualitative basis for a common
European policy, there are at present not suffiggeounds for setting up a special EU agency
on the problem of cults.

As for the draft articles, | will just draw yourtantion to Article 4:

4. Calls on the Member States to apply penaltiesdmbers of cults only in relation
to their_individualillegal activities;

Individual ....
and what if these activities are collective?

In her explanatory memorandum in which Maria Bengwvides a country-by-country over-
view of the situation (1997), there are a few pbsathat are well worth quoting, but this
would make the presentation too long.

So let's just remember this phrase ....

As it's time to wind up, let's end by looking a¢ tiext of the latest European Treaty -
the “Lisbon Treaty” of December 2009 and ArticleTIFEU in patrticular.

Its first paragraph specifies the framework for &pgan intervention, clarifying the
situation.

In fact, one could almost say that it shuts theraweoany criticism which might possi-
bly be levelled against the Union.

A number of us would say that it's a bit of the rias Pilate” ...
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“The Union respects and does not prejudice theustainder national lawf churches and re-
ligious associations or communities in the Memhates.”

Paragraph 2 affirms the same thing with respephttmsophical and non-confessional organi-
sations.
The Commission has its own definition of this paagdp, and it is very clear.

It is not actually within the European Commisssopower to define — either on a national or
European level — the relationship between the Statechurches, religious communities and
philosophical and non-confessional organisations.

The European Commission therefore accepts as parinethe Dialogue all organisations
that are recognised by the Member States as chayechigious communities or communities
of conviction.

Each organization officially representing a relig® or philosophical tradition and with a
European structure can become a member (of theglie with the European institutions ...
sic Commission, Council and Parliament).

The organizations must receive the support of vilwele religious or philosophical
community to which they belong and be mandatedi@ly. s

Could this possibly point to the concept of “motkects” mentioned earlier? Possibly ......

Put in a nutshell, this all means that the Euroggaion has no competence whatsoever
with regard to recognising religions, churchesjdig| sects, new religious movements, non-
beliefs, ...... It just takes refuge behind theivitial Member States, stating that recognition
(or not) is a national competence.

The freedom of belief (or non-belief)

> Before giving you the chance to ask questions, | wil like to say a few words
about a report adopted last year.

We need to raise the alarm here, as the text cenganumber of major risks.

» And before ending, let me just say a few words ome of Parliament's latest deeds.
> A recently adopted report is a genuine time bomb.

On Thursday, 12 June 2013 in plenary session iasBaurg, one adopted ... “ONE” refers
here to a certain right-wing majority ... the repafrLaima Andrikiéne (a Lithuanian Socialist
MEP) with the title'EU Guidelines on the Promotion and Protection ae&dom of Religion
or Belief”.

d) As their successful implementation will depend lois,tthe Guidelines should offer clarity
in the definitions used and the appropriate andptdtection of the right to freedom of
religion or belief, in accordance with internatibaw, in its private and public
expressions, as well as in its individual, colleetand institutional dimensions, including
the right to believe or not to believe, the rightahange one’s religion or belief, the
freedom of expression, assembly and association wedl as the right of parents to
educate their children according to their moral wctions — i.e. religious or non-
religious clear definitions and full protection are alsqgu&ed as regards the recognition
of the legal personality of religious and beliekbd institutions and respect for their




autonomy, the right to conscientious objection, rilgat to asylum, the right to observe
days of rest and to celebrate holidays and cereesadniaccordance with the precepts of
one’s religion or belief, and the fundamental rigghprotection of one’s property;

The collective dimension of freedom of religiorbelief

h) It should be stressed in the Guidelines thandispensable part of freedom of religion
or belief is the right of each individual to marsifehe freedom of religion or belief alone
or in community with others; this includes:

— the freedom to worship or assemble in connectiith a religion or belief, and to
establish and maintain places and religious stdethese purposes;

— the freedom to establish and maintain approprigigious, media, educational, health,
social, charitable or humanitarian institutions;

- the freedom to solicit and receive voluntary fio@l and other contributions from
individuals and institutions;

- the freedom to train, appoint, elect or desigrmtesuccession appropriate leaders called
for by the requirements and standards of any migr belief;

- the freedom to establish and maintain commuraoatwith individuals and communities
in matters of religion and belief at the nationatl anternational levels; equally, it should
be noted in the Guidelines that the right to exserceligion in community with others (in
the context of which ’individual freedoms must ajwabe respected) should not
unnecessarily be limited to officially recogniseldges of worship, and that all undue
limitations to the freedom of assembly should ndemned by the EUhe Guidelines
should underline that States have a duty to remairtral and impartial towards religious
groups, including as regards symbolic or finansigiport;

Education

k) As recognised by internationally accepted standdh#sparents or legal guardians of a
child have the liberty to ensure that their chiidreceive a religious and moral education
in conformity with their own convictions, and theild shall not be compelled to receive
teaching on religion or belief against the wishégis or her parents or legal guardians,
the best interests of the child being the guidingaiple; the right of parents to educate
their children according to their religious or naatigious convictions includes their right
to deny any undue interference by state or nom-stetiors in their education opposed to
their religious or non-religious convictigne Guidelines should stress these aspects of
the right to freedom of religion or belief, and sl also guarantee secularisation in
public education, and EU delegations should tak@apiate action if this principle is
violated;

This text constitutes a genuine threat, openingdber to all sorts of dangers, excesses,

threats and sectarian abuse ... even though the "s&cts" does not officially exist at EU
level.

Thank you, Mr Chairman - | have already spokennaeh.
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