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REPORT for CIDAC Panel: Inga-Maria Botha (IB) & Barney Khan (BK)  

CIDAC hearing date:     July 7th 2025 
Year of events:      2023-2025 
Occupation at time of events: Both are students at Manchester 

Metropolitan University. IB is President of 
its Pro-Life Society, with BK serving as its 
Treasurer.    

Issues: The university’s pro-life Society has been 
subject to acts of intimidation, animosity, 
event disruption, stalking, speech that is 
derogatory, hateful, threatening and anti-
Christian, to theft, assault and death 
threats, variously committed by students 
and external activists. It is claimed that the 
Student Union has been complicit in some 
of the protests against the Society. Overall, 
there has thus far been inaction by the 
University authorities and police. 

Was there a legal outcome? Legal advice is currently being sought from 
two organisations. 

Sexes:        IB (female), BK (male). 
Denominations:      Both are Catholic.   
Use of data  No restrictions.   
Evidence  Bundle, videos and emails. 
 
Where points and quotes are not attributed, it should be assumed that they draw on IB’s 
testimony. 
 
Background and overview 
 
The Pro-Life Society (“the Society”) was affiliated to the Manchester Metropolitan University (“the 
university”) in 2023. IB says that all members are motivated by their Christianity, and she notes 
that it is the same motivation that drives her to be pro-life. Under the current presidency, the 
Society has held about twenty events, of which six have attracted disturbances from hostile 
protesters, which takes the form of interruptions and the turning over of tables.   Speaker events 
are infrequent, IB explains, because of the hassles involved with risk assessment. 
 
During some of these events, opponents have staged protests and expressed derogatory 
comments about Christianity. IB says the university and the Student Union (SU) have not taken 
action to discipline this behaviour, nor have they made any moves to protect the legal 
characteristic of religion.1  IB understands that the protesters are drawn not only from Manchester 
Metropolitan University, but also the University of Salford, and the general public. BK named 
Manchester Leftist Action and Stop Manchester Pro-Life, as forming part of the protesting groups, 
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with a feminist group also cited by BK. Some members of these groups have been tracking some 
of the Society’s members, in what IB describes as their “online footprint”. 
 
Both IB and BK began their respective roles as President and Treasurer of the Society in 
September 2024. The Society has sixty members, of whom about 70% are Catholic, the 
remainder being Protestant. The male/female membership is 70/30 respectively. IB is 
unsurprised by this ratio because she knows many female pro-life students who want to join the 
Society feel “intimidated”, wish to protect their identities, and avoid personal and malicious 
attacks. IB says that she and other Society members don’t feel safe on campus.  
 
Threats 
 
During one protest against the Society, IB was told by a man, shouting in her face, to “get raped”. 
She reported this to the police but, she says, “they did nothing.” Opponents of the Society have 
shown animosity in various ways, and posted swearing and threatening comments online, one 
taking the form of, “tell me where you are, so I can find you.” Typically, IB says that the Society’s 
members are told that they are disgusting, and that men “shouldn't have an opinion” against 
abortion, while women are asked why they aren’t pro-choice? Some death threats have been 
made too. 
 
First event 
 
At the Society’s first speaker event in March 2024, eggs were thrown at the students attending. 
Chants included, “Fuck the Church, fuck the State, we decide our own fate.” IB explains that this 
slogan singled out the Society’s Christian members because of the Christian beliefs that 
motivated them to be pro-life. Some students hoping to attend the event were blocked from 
entrance to the building by the student protesters. Security personnel didn’t override the 
protesters, leaving these students having verbal abuse hurled at them. BK notes that some 
protesters managed to access the building. IB recalls the event was interrupted three times and 
had to then be re-located to another room. Police were present near the end of the evening to 
escort the Society’s attendees away from the building. A 22-year-old pregnant student attending 
the event had to be escorted away from the venue by police to ensure her safety. 
 
Freshers Fair 
 
In September 2024, throughout the day at the Fair, between seven and eight protesters blocked 
the space allocated to the Society’s stall. When the SU security officers were informed, IB 
explains that they provided no assistance but decided the stall should be split with the protesters. 
Following this, the protesters continued blocking the entire stall. BK recalls that the Society’s 
students tried to make a protective ring around the stall which led to the protesters pushing them. 
They protesters chanted “Fuck the Church, fuck the State”. The Society holds recorded evidence 
of this episode. 
 
Attempts to dissolve the Society 
 
IB explains that for a Society to be dissolved, 5% of its members need to call for an emergency 
vote. A number of anti pro-life students had joined the Society with the sole intention of voting for 
its dissolution. When the SU were informed about these dissolution attempts, IB believes “they 
were visibly enjoying our distress”. 
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IB further explains that when the Society attempted to insert new clauses into its Constitution to 
consolidate its survival, the SU, who had to grant approval, declined the application. A loophole 
in the SU byelaws allowed a vote to be held off-campus, far from the university grounds, but the 
SU forced the Society to do it online. As it turned out, when the vote was done both in-person and 
online, dissolution attempts failed.  
 
Leafleting stall 
 
The Society’s stall had been approved by the SU and the university authorities. While security 
officers were not provided, a body camera was given without charge. It later transpired that it 
didn’t work. Leaflets were given out to members of the public. The protesters, all of whom IB says 
were “definitely” students, had overturned the stall, stole some of the items (a box with 
clipboards, pens, tablecloths, etc), and attempted unsuccessfully to grab IB’s own personal 
belongings. IB reported this attempted theft to the police but nothing was done. She notes that 
the Society has some of the names of the guilty students, because they had also tried to dissolve 
the Society. Even with this available information, the SU refused to do anything, IB says.  
 
The students shouted, “Fuck the Church”. The SU, IB says, “told us off for not letting them take 
our personal belongings,” but didn’t berate the protesters. The protesters had approached the 
table at various points over three hours. Initially, two were present, but later joined by a group of 
about nine who were shouting and had overturned the table. IB says that the students made the 
“usual derogatory remarks … saying, ‘shame on us’, and ‘we're disgusting’, and things like that”. 

When the Society asked the SU for CCTV footage, they said that the university was responsible. 
When the university was contacted, they claimed the SU was responsible. The Society believes 
this to be negligence. The Society submitted a complaint about the events to both the SU and the 
University, and also a report to the police. The University said they couldn’t do anything until the 
police had completed their investigation. The SU acknowledged that the relevant CCTV footage 
was in their possession. The Society has requested security when it has a stall but this has not 
been granted. 
 
Event with Dr Kearney 
 
Dr Kearney was scheduled to talk about abortion pill reversal. Student protesters came early to 
the venue. BK believes there were about 150 in number. IB believes that the SU had disclosed the 
venue details to the protesters. No effort was made to allow entry for the Society’s members into 
the building, and they were subjected to derogatory remarks. One protester held a cross, and IB 
says that she was “mocking us with it.” The Society possesses photographic evidence of this. The 
requested security for this event was provided, but IB says, “they didn’t do much”. 
 
A man, standing inches from IB’s face, told her to “get raped”. “I could feel his breath on me when 
he was shouting”, she recalls. She later reported this to the police but she understands that no 
investigation was done. Following the disruption, which lasted ninety minutes, the university 
cancelled the event. This led the Society to seek an alternative venue, which was found. 
 
An SU officer, IB says, gave out masks to the protesters, but not the Society members. Another 
SU officer was involved in the protest itself. She also notes that one of the SU officers in charge 
formed part of the protest. IB is “quite certain that the Student Union is very much discriminating 
against our Society because of our beliefs.” A formal complaint was filed, and the investigating 
officer acknowledged that there was negligence, especially with respect to the CCTV. The officer 
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said she found it hard to believe that the members, who had also tried to dissolve the Society, 
hadn’t been expelled from its ranks.   
 
Further action 
 
BK explains that the University Registrar was notified in April 2025 of the criminal and other 
concerning episodes, but that they didn’t take action. The SU, when becoming aware of the 
Society’s attempt to reach out to the Registrar, informed the Society that it was not their 
responsibility to act, but that of the police. BK has contacted his MP. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
1 Editor’s note: see Equality Act. 


