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Articles should desirably be original works by the contributing 
author, that haven’t been published elsewhere, and aren’t under 
consideration for publication elsewhere, including online. 
Preference will be given to articles of suitable quality authored by 
members of affiliated societies of the Council of Australian 
Humanist Societies, or of special interest to humanists in Australia. 
Timing of which items appear in which issue is at the discretion of 
the editor. Please send contributions early, preferably before 1st 

December, March, June, and September, but the earlier the better. 
Member articles and other items will be edited as judged necessary 
to enhance readability, to shorten or lengthen, to fit the page and 
paragraph, to clarify, to update or correct matters of fact, to reduce 
repetition, or to remove any inappropriate elements.  
Significantly edited articles will be fed back to the author for 
further suggestions prior to publication.  Editing is a normal process 
and no reflection on the literary talent of the author concerned. 
 Inappropriate content might be removed without discussion, and 
may include matters considered objectionable, defamatory, 
obscene, offensive, discriminatory, or which breach confidentiality, 
or bring CAHS or affiliated societies into disrepute or conflict.  
Nevertheless, strong views and vigorous debate are encouraged, as 
long as judiciously expressed.  
Articles should edit down to about 1500 words, fitting two pages - 
though there’s room for one longer article per issue. All members 
of our member societies are encouraged to contribute, regardless 
of experience. The editors will help make it suitable for publication.  
Reviews are welcome and can be about any relevant experience - 
books, films, music, art, podcasts, TV, radio, theatre, activities, 
methods, places, lifestyle choices, programmes, webpages, events. 
Australian Humanist is a humanist journal, and humanism is more 
than just atheism, rationalism, secularism, or scientism. We’d love 
to get articles which advance the humanist movement in particular, 
and which address issues of concern to humanism, including 
ethical discussions, or life choices that refine our humanity.  
We want stories that relate to our designated campaigns, our 
history and our future, and advice on ways to develop relevant 
skills, and to involve humanists in improving the world.  
Original ideas offering positive alternatives to religion, and articles 
which strengthen our theoretical position, exploring issues that 
bring us together, and appeal widely, are especially encouraged. 
Be assured all items submitted are always gratefully received, 
although we regret we cannot offer a retyping service for lengthy 
handwritten or typescript items. When we organise our online 
presence there will be additional space, so all contributions will be 
able to find a place, one way or another. If in doubt, send it in! 

Please send your contributions to : 

    treasurer@humanist.org.au 
 

 

Murray Love, Editor 

If you read nothing else please see the 
joint statement by national President 
Lyndon Storey and NSW President 
Murray Love on the upcoming 
convention on page 6.  

The 2019 convention will be titled: THE 
FUTURE OF AUSTRALIAN HUMANISM 
and will take place on the weekend of 
World Humanist Day, between Friday 
21st and Sunday 23rd June 2019 at 
Humanist House, 10 Shepherd Street, 
Chippendale in the Sydney CBD. 

Reserve that weekend on your calendar 
now, and keep an eye out for details. 
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Recently I received a message from 
the ACT Humanists trying to find a 
picture that represents humanism.  I 
was reminded I have the same 
problem each quarter trying to find 
something iconic to put on the front 
cover of Australian Humanist. 

The need for a variety of images that 
convey humanism is real, but the task 
is far from simple. Avoiding being 
cheesy, patronising, boring or divisive 
isn’t easy. Suggestions are welcome. 

My first effort, Leonardo’s Vitruvian 
Man has often been used as an icon of 
humanism but still attracted the 
suggestion it was a masculine icon. So 
the one for this quarter is the best I 
can manage with a feminine aspect.  

I hope it conveys a feminine image 
that is strong. I can only repeat 
regularly we would love to see more 
articles written by women in the 
journal. Please send them in. 

This is the third issue I have edited, 
and creates a moment to review 
progress. There is little to work with in 
terms of feedback from the readers. 

It is always a worry how many of our 
members actually read the journal. 
We try to add value to your  society 
membership with this journal, and 
that  can only happen if we make it 
something you want to read. 

At the same time we are dependent 
on our members to make the 
contributions. So both writers and 
readers are important.  

The two functions can come together 
when readers write in comments on 
how they are enjoying the articles and 
things they’d like to see in the journal. 

Please send such comments to: 

treasurer@humanist.org.au 

We want your feedback. 

And please we need contributions to 
make this a real reflection of our 
membership. We especially want to 
hear from those who haven’t sent in 
anything before. No matter how small.  
We cannot promise to type out 
handwritten material though. 

We can help edit anything sent in by 
inexperienced writers. It’s the ideas 
we want to hear about. It is great to 
hear new ideas from members with 
their own knowledge and experience. 

I am involved in planning for the 2019 
convention and there is an important 
joint statement from the national and 
NSW presidents about this on page 6. 

This needs to be a chance for our 
movement to take a good hard look at 
itself, rather than  simply focusing on 
what we think is wrong with 
everything else. 

Whether we call this process 
reflection, introspection, review, 
revival, or whatever else isn’t so 
important as making a start and 
sharing our insights. 

We need to move beyond naïve calls 
for simplistic action. We needs 
members, funds, friends in high 
places, and better ways to manage the 
workload of servicing our movement.  

None of this happens naturally or 
easily. We need a lot of hard thinking 
about who, when, where and how. 

We need magnanimous succession 
planning to attract younger leaders 
and build a pool of capable 
volunteers.  By younger I mean under 
75 and below! We don’t need to 
fetishise youth itself. 

I would love to meet more recently 
retired members, like myself, not tied 
down babysitting their grandchildren, 
and up with the communication 
technologies of the 21st century. I 
don’t see them around much. 

But even those still working can 
contribute in smaller ways, as well as 
others of all ages. Get in touch and let 
us know of your willingness to be 
involved and we’ll find ways you can 
help. We don’t want anyone excluded. 

New generations need to find their 
own feet as humanists. Democratic 
process fails if established members 
don’t share space, or even try to 
impose their own needs on newer 
members. The best basis for growth is 
to greatly broaden our diversity. 

Membership everywhere is in decline. 
We compete with many distractions.  

Humanism is for all times, and 
ultimately for all humans beings. It 
mustn’t be written off as just a fad for 
one century, or meant to be limited to 
an obscure elite.  

We can’t afford selfishness, nostalgia, 
complacency, intolerance or apathy.  

We need a 21st century Australian 
Humanism robust and flexible enough 
for a big country with a good heart 
and a no-nonsense attitude.  

We need more awareness of our own 
heritage, and how our common values 
can be turned into collegial thinking 
and cooperative programmes. 

The next issue will be another 
opportunity to anticipate the 
convention and the following issue 
will begin the task of transmitting the 
developments to those who missed it.  

 

Murray Love, 
Editor 
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The Second Wave 

Not long after I became CAHS President I wrote an article 
calling for a second wave of humanism in Australia. The first 
wave began in the 1960s and focused on tearing down 
religiously inspired restrictions on human freedom; such as 
laws banning homosexuality, abortion, and physician 
assisted dying. These important campaigns are still being 
completed. But meanwhile other issues have emerged.   

Australia is a much more secular nation now. Those claiming 
no religious belief exceeded 30% in the last census. Religion 
is much less the frame against which all issues must be 
considered, and more and more just one lifestyle option 
amongst many. People’s needs today revolve around finding 
meaning, purpose and guiding values to navigate the 
challenges of this century.  

Yet while society has moved on, the humanist movement 
has kept its gaze too firmly fixed on religion as the key 
problem. Victims of our own success, we have neglected to 
develop a contemporary humanism, and so seen our own 
movement declining in tandem with the decline of religion, 
rather than growing to replace it.  

Today Australia’s humanist societies are smaller, and have 
an older membership base, than in the 1970s. 

The key to building a second wave of humanist activity is to 
show how humanism offers a path to address today’s issues. 
If we want the movement to revive and be part of the 
forward development of society, we need to focus on 
humanism as a philosophy of life in its own right, and show 
how it provides a platform for meaning and values in life 
today, addressing the problems of here and now. 

The second wave proposal calls for policies inspired by a 
humanist vision of a better world to address today’s issues. 
Not policies framed solely by a rejection of religion, but by a 
positive assertion of humanism as the vital key to finding 
answers to contemporary problems.  

Here is a brief introduction of three policy areas where I 
think humanism can inspire policies to address the vital 
issues of today. 

Economics 

Economic policy in Australia is dominated by the idea that 
human beings are material self-interest-maximising 
machines. In this model of humanity the only path to 
happiness and fulfilment is ever increasing material wealth. 

I will use the term homo economicus for this model.  Those 
who give fealty to the homo economicus  model have given 
us policies wherein a so-called ’free’ market, dominated by 
the power of money, displaces any ability of society to step 
in and ensure access to basic minimum standards for all. 

Such free market policies have contributed to rising 
economic inequality, a sense that contemporary life is 
meaningless and alienating, and an endless struggle to 
accumulate commodities.  

Perceived efficiency gains, allowing the wealthy to 
accumulate even more, get priority over a basic decent 
standard of living, and opportunity for everyone.  Making 
material wealth maximisation the sole criterion of policy has 
led to a dehumanising commodification of our lives, to the 
exploitation of planet, people and animals and to climate 
change. The reign of homo economicus needs to end, and 
Humanism offers the value system to replace it.  

Humanism’s Amsterdam Declaration offers us all the goal 
of: “the maximum possible fulfilment through the 
cultivation of ethical and creative living.” The humanist 
vision of human personality includes fulfilling our potential 
for love, compassion, connectedness, aesthetic pleasure 
and many other things besides. 

Humanism rejects the narrow-minded vision of homo 
economicus and inspires policies respecting the dignity of all 
human beings and their need for fulfilment and self-
realisation. Humanism stands for creating a world where 
people can realise the best of their human potential. 

If homo economicus displaces homo religiousus as the 
benchmark depiction of humanity, we have only swapped 
one bogus vision of human character for another, 
underpinning an unsatisfying approach to life; one which 
humanism should be actively combatting. While basic 

President’s 
Perspective 



5 Australian Humanist no. 133 January-March 2019 

economic security is essential for all people, the path to the 
good life for human beings extends far beyond perpetually 
increasing material wealth. 

Policies inspired by homo economicus drive us further away 
from a world based on humanist values.  We need to 
articulate and defend policies inspired by humanist ideals; 
policies which support basic economic security and welfare 
for all, and which develop sustainable social and economic 
structures to maximise opportunities for every human being 
to live a fuller more rewarding life.  

We also need to be clear that our policies are inspired by a 
humanist vision of dignity and fulfilment for all. As 
Humanists we have a vital and urgent role, to contribute to 
building a new ethos, a humanist ethos, to replace the 
destructive and exploitative dominance of homo 
economicus. It’s time for us to start developing a humanist 
approach to economic policy and advocate strongly for it. 

Global Politics 

Humanism stands for respect for the dignity and fulfilment 
of all human beings. Humanism is distinguished from other 
approaches by its inbuilt cosmopolitanism.  Humanism is 
not limited to human beings of one religion, one cultural 
outlook, one ethnic group, or one country.  

There are way too many issues today, from refugee policy 
to anti-poverty policy, to policy addressing climate change, 
where political leaders put the interests of their nation 
ahead of the interests of humanity, and the planet. 

One of the greatest weakness of our current political 
systems is they seek justice in one country rather than 
justice for humanity. All wars are really civil wars of 
humanity. Too often primacy is given to national interest 
over the human interest as if it were the only possible way, 
rather than just one of the prejudices of our age. 

If any group is capable of seeing through this political blind 
spot of our age, it should be the humanist movement.  We 
stand for the dignity of all human beings. We should be the 
first to challenge resurgent hyper-nationalism and make the 
case for policies to build a global political system respecting 
the dignity of all human beings - a human political system to 
replace our current set of national political systems. 

The humanist movement should be responding to the 
revival of hyper nationalism with leadership. Challenging 
nationalism with polices supporting our common humanity 
should be a humanist priority. 

Environment 

I have already mentioned homo economicus’ role in climate 
change.  The humanist economic critique, and transition to 
a different way of finding meaning and fulfilment in life, 
presents an alternative to the current economic paradigm 
driving global warming. 

Global action to address climate change has been 
repeatedly undermined, as nations refuse to sacrifice their 
economic advantage for the common good.  A humanist 
focus on our common humanity can build the groundwork 
for concerted action on climate change. Humanist ethics 
also has the potential to help build a consensus on an 
approach to addressing human caused climate change. 

Humanist ethics involve cultivating our human potential for 

sympathy and compassion to develop ideas and guidelines 
for relating to others. The humanist ethical outlook 
broadens as our circle of empathy extends, with care and 
respect radiating outwards, from family to tribe to nation, 
eventually to all human beings, all living creatures and our 
environment. 

At one extreme of the climate change debate are those who 
choose to ignore the evidence, and seem to think the 
wealthy and powerful will be fine whatever happens, while 
the poor and vulnerable need only blame themselves for 
any problems they face. 

At the other extreme are those who see climate change as 
evidence of human evil, and call for the sacrifice of the lives 
and living standards of many human beings in the name of 
fealty to ‘nature’. The Voluntary Human Extinction 
Movement (VHEMT) advocates that: “phasing out the 
human race by ceasing to breed will allow Earth’s biosphere 
to return to good health!” 

Humanism rejects a division between the human interest 
and the planet's interest. It’s possible to build political and 
economic justice for all, and to develop a system which 
preserves optimum conditions for currently existing life 
forms. We won't save the environment without also getting 
political justice. We won't get political justice without also 
saving the environment.  

Developing an ethic which seamlessly addresses these 
concerns is something that follows from the humanist 
emphasis on respect and care being steadily extended 
outwards. Quite possibly the major contribution humanism 
can make today is to contribute to the building an ethical 
outlook, a humanist outlook, which connects rather than 
opposes the needs of all people and of the Planet. 

The humanist movement should not be a passive spectator, 
and needs to bring to bear humanist insights into the best 
ethical framework for developing climate policies. We need 
to do this sooner rather than later. 

Humanism 

Humanism is not just a reaction against religion, but a 
philosophy of life in its own right, and the best and most 
evidence-based approach to life available today. We have 
barely begun to explore humanism’s potential. I have simply 
noted three areas where I believe we need to develop 
policies which can reorient humanism as a significant 
framework for living in the 21st Century. 

Elsewhere in this issue of Australian Humanist there is a call 
for people to participate in the 2019 Australian Humanist 
Convention. I encourage members interested in helping 
develop a humanist inspired approach to the issues of 
today, to consider becoming involved in the panels we will 
have, to discuss policy development, and work out ways in 
which we can be active in broadening and strengthening the 
humanist movement, and doing good in the world. 

Taking an active part in rebuilding humanism is something 
that contributes both to the revival of our movement, and 
to the betterment of the world. I encourage people to think 
about how they can be involved as we move towards this 
year’s convention on The Future of Australian Humanism. 

Lyndon Storey 
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AUSTRALIA  NEEDS A HUMANIST ALTERNATIVE 

Australian Humanism had a powerful impact in the 1960s 
and 70s, but has been a receding force in recent decades. A 
better world, a better Australia, needs a better humanist 
movement, flourishing as a beacon of hope, reason and 
decency. We need to build a second wave of Australian 
Humanism focused on the issues of today. 

Australia is becoming more secular, but, as religion declines, 
humanism won’t automatically  fill the gap. Nationalism, 
neo-liberalism, xenophobic populism, alt-right conspiracy 
theories and other antisocial ideas are seeking out converts 
and rushing into whatever ideological space religion vacates. 

Strange and subtle new forms of greed, intolerance and 
oppression need to be fought. Rising inequality, social 
isolation, and environmental degradation are genuine 
dangers, and the search for meaning, security and fulfilment 
takes place in this new and challenging environment. 

Rather than just criticise religious values of the past, we 
should offer humanist values for the future that respond to 
fundamental human needs. We don’t want the humanist 
movement marginalised in the struggle to establish guiding 
values in Australia’s emerging secular culture. 

In fighting for human dignity, and our planet’s future, it’s 
not enough to discredit theism.  We have to present 
humanism as a source of goals, and a basis of values. An 
Australian Humanism, purpose-fit for the future, must be 
actively articulated and argued for, and this should be the 
Australian humanist movement’s  top priority. 

Rather than simply critique or dismiss religious ideas, we 
need to offer a competitive, compelling alternative to 
religion. The humanist movement has an historic role as a 
flamebearer lighting a path to knowledge, fulfillment and 
community that is available to every human being. But we 
humanists need to make that happen! 

HAVE PAST CONVENTIONS DONE ENOUGH? 

Australian Humanist societies have a declining and ageing 
membership with a fragile dependence on too few activists. 
To provide energy for the future, we need a stronger 
movement, more members, more funds, more ideas, and 
programmes directed towards contemporary needs. But 
first we need to work out a strategy to successfully achieve 
the growth and enhancement we require. 

At previous conventions, celebrity speakers on human rights 
and altruism have helped inspire our existing members. But 
celebrities with special interests don’t consistently project 

humanism as the underlying or overarching system for their 
ideas. This too often fails to demonstrate to potential 
members why our movement is relevant enough to their 
lives and interests to become permanently involved. 

To simply support other people’s campaigns, without adding 
value from the intellectual and ethical resources of 
humanism itself, sends Australia the message that we 
humanists are passive followers of other bandwagons, 
lacking initiatives, agendas and leadership of our own. We 
cannot afford another convention with no progress on how 
we build a sustained, forward-looking movement.   

THE FUTURE OF AUSTRALIAN HUMANISM 

Australian Humanism needs to thrive as a living force with 
its own visions, policies and social goals, rather than be 
reduced to an exploited resource of fossil fuel for other 
agendas and issues, however urgent they may seem. 

A revived Australian Humanism needs to lead social change, 
as it once did, and showcase how humanism contributes to 
society, rather than to seek reflected glory in developments 
initiated and managed outside our movement. 

The 2019 convention will be titled The Future of Australian 
Humanism and needs to focus on discussion and decisions 
concerning exactly that. A second wave of humanism needs 
to begin, facing up to the problems of today. 

Rejecting religion may seem all we have in common, but our 
real vocation should be presenting a compelling Australian 
form of humanism as a desirable identity, a welcoming 
community, a matured system of values, a fulfilling way of 
life, a philosophy with realistic answers, an effective 
approach to progress, an inspiration for creativity,  and a 
movement with personal, local and global goals. 

Yes we need to respond to religious privilege and rights 
violations, but merely proclaiming the litany of things we 
reject is no longer sufficient to hold people’s interest.  We 
need to offer a positive vision. We need to build a platform 
for sustained revival. We need to shake up our thinking. 

We need to gather and seriously reflect on the 
opportunities and impediments involved in this revival, 
including how to attract potential humanists and how to use 
effective projects and affinity groups to retain members and 
grow activists. Humanists from across Australia need to 
come together at this convention, and start developing the 
ideals and policies Australia needs for this century, and the 
infrastructure we need to effectively advocate them. 

Active humanists, humanists who’d like to get active, and all 
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those willing to support a reactivated movement, are 
invited to the 2019 Australian convention to help develop 
the ideas, policies, practices and infrastructure we need.  

Even if you can’t make it to the convention you can get 
activities and discussions going locally which contribute to 
the process. Read and write articles in the journals. Follow 
up what happens at the convention - we hope to publish 
notes, YouTubes, and further articles and reports. 

A REORIENTED CONVENTION STRUCTURE 

The 2019 Convention must be one where humanists talk to 
humanists about how we move forward, bringing together 
people who want to be involved in a process of productive 
reflection. A humanism worth living by should be an 
examined humanism. We need both creative new thinking 
and courageous rediscovery of our deepest roots.   

We need to develop a capability to present big ideas that 
are credible and compelling and command attention. We 
need to discuss efficient processes to better staff the 
workload of servicing our movement. We need to attract 
new members from different age groups and social classes. 

A key contributor to sustained growth would be to greatly 
broaden our diversity. We could modernise with a national 
approach, but this has often proved elusive. To progress we 
need a commitment to authentic consultative exchanges 
between associations and members on the way forward. 

To achieve these goals we will develop a different structure 
for the 2019 Convention. It will not be a process of passive 
listening, but one of discussion, reflection and engagement 
between humanists interested in doing the thinking, and 
the work, necessary to revive our movement. 

Rather than celebrity speakers we will look for members 
willing to share the load in panels and workshops. 

The kind of participants we are looking for don’t have to be 
famous. We look to  leading and enthusiastic members, and 
people our members know and recommend. The important 
things they need to have are ideas to share on ways to 
reach out through activism, affinity groups, ethical 
community, philosophical education and other processes. 

This will be a convention that rolls up its sleeves and gets 
down to work. Those who attend may not be able to carry 
the whole load. But all members of all societies can 

contribute and participate before and after through the 
journals and through modern communication technologies. 

IT’S TIME TO GET INVOLVED 

The best panelists need not be the most captivating 
speakers but those aspiring to be active humanists. By 
active we mean being ready to contribute and plan for the 
actual work of getting things done. If this is too much for 
individuals then partnerships can be proposed. 

It’s not enough to present, say, a talk on combating 
economic inequality, without offering help with advocacy, 
organising rallies, undertaking administrative tasks, build a 
team, or contribute in some similar way. We stress that 
what gets done will depend on who steps forward. 

Of course panelists specially invited for their expertise will 
not be subject to further demands. Participants from the 
floor will be free to speak their mind, but the principle will 
apply that volunteering rather than voting gets things 
happening. A moderator will keep balance and focus. 

We will also plan to have broad panels of speakers from 
member societies reporting what they are actually doing, 
and exploring how our movement is currently working. 

Humanism is for all times, and ultimately for all humans 
beings. This convention will start building a platform for 
sustained revival, with new ideas and policies for the issues 
of this new century, and beyond. We want to find ways to 
come together within a living movement which develops 
and refreshes our capabilities. 

We encourage all who are interested in being involved in 
refreshing and revitalising Australian Humanism to attend 
this convention and participate. 

A CALL FOR VOLUNTEERS & ASSISTANCE 
We invite members interested in being panelists, or with an idea for a topic or panel, to contact us to discuss possibilities. 
Volunteers are needed to assist with a wide range of inputs and outcomes. All offers of help are appreciated.  If moved to get 
involved, please use one of the contact email addresses given above.  Even messages of support can help. 
We are considering panels on humanist social engagement (e.g. pastoral care), economic and political humanism, policy and 
governance, humanism and education, humanism and the environment, inspirational humanism, creative humanism, or critical 
skeptical and scientific humanism, but session titles and personnel will be determined in coming months. To be clear, the focus 
will be on humanism as a source and as  a goal and not on issues in isolation or issues better suited to specialised movements. 

Panelists can speak for up to ten minutes, describing their own ideas and experiences and discussing what they and interested 
members can do together to advance humanism along the various tracks. Panels will be interactive, with extended Q&A sessions, 
There won’t be a lot of space but hopefully we’ll have the flexibility for breakout discussions in smaller groups. 

Depending on preparation, we hope some panels will come up with operational programmes, ready to go.  Others may first have 
to build awareness of the needs they have determined.  Funding and staffing need to be realistic considerations in all discussions. 
There will be a representative super-panel at the final session to bring it all together.  

Joint statement by Lyndon Storey (CAHS President) 
& Murray Love (NSW President). The convention  
will be held on the weekend commencing  Friday 21 
June 2019 at Humanist House, in Sydney NSW.  
 
To help, please contact: 
 Lyndon at  president@humanist.org.au       and/or
  Murray at  treasurer@humanist.org.au 
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Humanists consider that the methods used to gain scientific 
knowledge enable human understanding to grow and 
change rather than stagnate. Sometimes it is simply the way 
information is presented and assimilated, that can prompt a 
change in understanding. 

 Way back in 1978, the Fraser Government announced an 
inquiry into the continued operation of Cheynes Beach, the 
last remaining Whaling Station in Australia.  A friend and I 
decided to make a submission to the inquiry.   

We thought it would be most convincing to use data from 
the whaling industry body the IWC (International Whaling 
Commission). We finally found their reports languishing in a 
box in an obscure corner of the National Library. 

 We laboriously turned the tables in the reports into hand 
drawn graphs, and they formed a large part of our report.  
They did the work of a thousand words.   

For every hunted whale species there was a very steep 
increase in numbers killed as they were hunted by modern 
whaling ships, the numbers then plateaued and after some 
years plummeted drastically.  The response of the whaling 
industry was to move on to intensive hunting of the next 
biggest whale species. 

Halfway through my evidence, Sir Sydney Frost interrupted, 
and asked how could what I said be true, when scientists 
had given evidence that whaling was sustainable.  My 
response, that these were scientists employed by the 
Whaling Station, caused quite a stir. People were a lot less 
cynical in those days. 

Prime Minister Fraser’s own daughter Phoebe came home 
from boarding school deploring whaling's barbarity and 
demanding to know if he thought whaling was cruel and 
should be stopped? Malcom Fraser eventually said, ”I abhor 
any activity [that might threaten the extinction of any 
animal species] particularly when it is directed against a 
species as special and intelligent as the whale”.  

Cheynes Beach was closed.  It was on its last legs anyway. 
This reinforced an idea to me that interventions like this, no 
matter how brief or seemingly casual, can bring about 
change in opinion.   

Of all the people in the world, scientists are the ones most 
likely to be truth seekers and truth speakers.  But that 
doesn’t mean all scientists are honest, nor that sometimes 
they don’t want to accept new evidence.   

Eminent English biologist and palaeontologist, Sir Richard 
Owen, studied gorilla skeletons, and found their skulls 
lacked structures found in humans. He used this as evidence 
to argue that humans were as distinct from apes, as apes 
were from a platypus!  Then, through dissections, Thomas 
Huxley demonstrated that the missing structures had been 
present in apes all along. 

Owen didn’t find the structures, because he didn’t want to 
find them.  He wanted to believe that humans were unique.  
He may not have even been conscious of this desire, and 
this brings us to the concept of children’s science.  The fact 
that the idea that gorillas were very savage persisted so 
long, is also an example of children’s science. 

Children do not fully mature intellectually until their latter 
teenage years. Children are unlikely to be able to analyse 
the beliefs and views they are exposed to whilst growing up. 
In their early years, they learn by absorption. They are most 
likely simply to accept the ideology of the culture in which 
they are immersed, to see it as the right way, and maybe 
the only way, of looking at the world.   

If you were born in another time, country, culture or with 
different parents would you have different beliefs to those 
which you have now?   Evidence suggests you would, and 
your religious beliefs would most likely conform to the 
religious beliefs of your parents and the society you live in.   

It is actually quite difficult to change beliefs, prejudices, 
values, and how we see the physical world. 
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What we believe as children carries through our entire lives. 
Few adults are free of deeply held childhood beliefs and 
emotional responses, even though they rationalise their 
influence on their current position on a range of issues. 

A person may reject views absorbed during childhood 
because they represent their parents’ views, or no longer 
make sense. They may go on an intellectual search for a 
different philosophical viewpoint. Intervention and 
introspection become important tools for revising opinions.  

To construct a world view based on reasoning, it is 
necessary to explore and challenge our most fundamental 
opinions and cherished beliefs.  You can develop a reasoned 
response to an issue, then find yourself reduced to old 
prejudices, after watching a vitriolic news segment that 
pushes all the wrong buttons.  

When teaching science, a wise teacher will recognise that 
students are not empty vessels to be filled with the latest 
scientific knowledge.  In fact, they are likely to have a wide 
range of views of how things work, and why things happen. 

  This will be based on their own experiences, and 
information provided to them as they grew up. How their 
parents and carers solved problems and formed opinions 
will also matter. 

If views held by children are not challenged through 
demonstration, experiments and analysis of evidence and 
concepts, they will simply add the science they are taught at 
school as another layer of information, whilst still retaining 
their children’s science at the core of their beliefs.   

These early understandings can become the default position 
in unfamiliar situations.   

The first step is to provide an environment where children 
feel comfortable revealing what they really believe, instead 
of providing an answer that will please the teacher.  
Generations of students have passed exams by simply 
punching numbers into equations, regurgitating without any 
clear understanding of the physics. 

 Surprisingly, students can believe that if you throw a ball 
into the air, it eventually falls down because the force 
propelling it up becomes weaker as the object goes higher, 
whilst at the same time solving equations involving gravity.   

Knowledge gets added in layers, and the latest layer, no 
matter how sophisticated, does not necessarily displace long 
held beliefs to the contrary. 

The second step is to discuss with students how their ideas 
can be tested.  Through experiments and research, it is 
possible to challenge their ideas.  They need to be 
convinced, if they are to change their ideas.  This can be a 
time-consuming process, but a very worthwhile one, 
because it models a process that students can use at any 
stage of their lives to test out their views.   

Lecturing students, and wading through long texts, is not 
the best way, and not the scientific approach.    

Thirdly, a teacher should recognise that students have 
different learning styles. Some children take in information 
best orally, some through the written word.  Some prefer 
visual information and some learn best by doing.  Some like 
to see the big picture first, while others want the details. 

Learning by doing is the mode least likely to be found in 
schools.  This is strange, considering that this way of 
learning is the earliest method, and has only been surpassed 
in our recent history. Many students who prefer this way 
end up in the less academic streams, and are often labelled  
‘non-academic’ or even ‘stupid’.   

Yet learning through action is one of the most effective ways 
of teaching even academic students, who also get bored 
with a one-strategy approach to teaching. 

Lastly, I would argue that it is very important, especially in 
this age of reliance on the Internet for research purposes, 
that teaching critical thinking to students is paramount.  All 
learning depends on it.   

Also teaching them about the nature of knowledge and the 
way we learn is a valuable understanding that they can use 
all their lives.  Edward de Bono has produced some excellent 
material on this aspect of teaching, which is applicable not 
just to children, but to adults as well.   

How do you know if information you download is from a 
reliable source, and if it’s likely to be accurate? 

Introspection is one way of challenging your own beliefs and 
ideas, and these teaching methods give you the tools to do 
so.  Intervention is another way.  This can be as simple as 
presenting a person with another perspective, or presenting 
evidence from your own experience.  

A free, secular education providing an understanding of 
concepts and facts that are based on the latest evidence, is 
one of the most powerful tools for opening up a person’s 
mind to alternative viewpoints and knowledge. 

What do you think? What are your ‘children’s science’ views 
about education?  Do you think that the sort of education 
you received was better or worse than that provided today?  
What is your evidence for your views? 

 

 

 

Elizabeth Dangerfield 

 

(Elizabeth is a member of the 
ACT Humanist Society) 

 

 

 

Elizabeth Dangerfield wrote two books for teachers on engaging 
students in physics.  They were published by the Curriculum 
Corporation.  She presented a keynote address on children’s 
science to an international conference of science educators.  

Elizabeth also wrote a ground-breaking tertiary entrance level 
course, accredited by the ANU, called Science in Context for 
academic students not interested in traditional science subjects..   

Elizabeth was the secondary education science consultant for the 
ACT and Secretary of the Australian Science Teachers Association.  
She worked on the first national science curriculum and edited and 
co-wrote a science textbook series for Cambridge University Press. 
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Victor E. Frankl 

Man’s Search for Meaning: the classic tribute to hope  
from the Holocaust 

Rider, Great Britain, 2008 

Reviewed in 2018 by Barbara Cattunar 
 

This book was first published in 1946 and has been widely 
translated and reproduced. The original German title was 
Trotzdem Ja Zum Leben Sagen: Ein Psychologe Erlebt das 
Konzentrationslager which meant ‘Saying Yes to Life in 
Spite of Everything: A Psychologist Experiences the 
Concentration Camp’.  It has also been published in English 
under the title From Death-Camp to Existentialism, in 1959  
at the height of popularity of that philosophic position. 

The edition that I read, and on which this review is based,  
includes a later additional chapter.   

Viktor Frankl (1905-1997) was a survivor of the Nazi death 
camps. His wife, brother and parents were killed in the 
Holocaust. As a psychotherapist he sets about explaining 
how, even in the most terrible experiences and suffering, 
we can find a meaning for life.  

Frankl studied and practised neurology and psychiatry in 
Vienna before World War II, and returned to this after being 
liberated from Dachau in 1945.  He was the founder of what 
came to be called the Third Viennese School of 
Psychotherapy – logotherapy.   

Logos is a Greek word for meaning, and Frankl’s method of 
psychotherapy focuses on the meaning for human existence 
as well as humanity’s search for meaning.  He does warn us 
that the whole theory and practice of logotherapy would 
actually takes 20 volumes to explain. 

For Frankl, the will for meaning in life is the primary 
motivational force, not the will for pleasure, as Freud bases 
his psychoanalysis, or the will to power as Adler maintains. 

Eventually rounded up as an Austrian Jew, Frankl was sent 
to the Theresienstadt Ghetto where his father died. 

The family was moved to Auschwitz where his mother and 
brother died. His wife went to her death at Belsen.  Victor 
Frankl went to Dachau where he was eventually given work 
as a physician. Throughout all this he worked with other 
prisoners on psychologically surviving from day to day. 

In his book he describes the various emotional stages, and 
the de-humanising experiences, that those in concentration 
and work camps went through, as they suffered the 
deprivations of hunger, disease, beatings, and overwork. 
First came shock and self-preservation, followed by blunting 
of emotion, apathy, and an intensification of the inner life.  

He urged fellow prisoners who could see no aim or purpose 
in their lives, who could see no point in carrying on, not to 
give up hope, to search, instead for a meaning in life.  Even 
through their suffering, it was possible, and he quoted 
Nietzsche who said, ”He who has a Why to live for can bear 
with almost any How”.   

It is a grim story, one we have read before, and no less 
bearable, but one that also contains patches of humour.  It 
was this ability for men to laugh at their suffering, that 
helped them to remain human beings.  

One can see a parallel in The Myth of Sisyphus, who was 
condemned to repeat forever the same meaningless task of 
pushing a boulder up a mountain, only to see it roll down 
again. Albert Camus said that once Sisyphus accepted the 
absurdity of his fate he could even be quite happy about it.  

One would not expect a Holocaust story to be without 
mention of either abiding faith or loss of faith in God.  
Frankl does refer to God occasionally, but objectively.  He 
practised logotherapy in an undogmatic way.  Religion was 
not used as part of his therapy, but he noted that it gave a 
sort of comfort for some individuals.  

Frankl was often asked to talk to the men, to strengthen 
their will to live.  He lists three ways to achieve a meaning 
for life even as a helpless victim in a hopeless situation: 

 By creating a work or by doing a deed;  

 By finding someone or something to love;  

 By rising above it and in doing so, changing yourself   

 

I am moved to make some general comments on the issues 
that reading the book raised for me: 

To me it seems that, although Frankl was probably a 
practising Jew, he thought along humanist lines, by 
affirming that humans have the freedom to give meaning, 
value, and purpose to their lives by their own independent 
thought, free inquiry, and responsible, creative activity.  

The big questions never go away, and the search for the 
meaning of life is one which has engaged human beings 
since they began to think beyond their basic needs, and for 
which philosophers have wide-ranging answers. 

The author Tom Butler-Bowdon in his book 50 Philosophy 
Classics, characterises the ancient ethics of Aristotle with 
the phrase: “happiness is not pleasure, but a by-product of 
a meaningful life”.  

REVIEWS 
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Another ancient Greek, Epicurus, is often cited as saying:   
“It is impossible to live a pleasant life without living wisely, 
honorably, and justly, and it is impossible to live wisely, 
honorably and justly without living pleasantly.” 

Nelson Mandela endured harsh confinement  but had his 
own simple philosophy to help him get through: "Part of 
being optimistic is keeping one’s head pointed towards the 
sun, one’s feet moving forward. There were many dark 
moments when my faith in humanity was sorely tested, but I 
would not and could not give myself up to despair.” 

In conclusion,  I would like to quote A. C. Grayling: 

“When people hear the phrase ‘the good life’ they think of 
one of two things: partying, or piety.  Until about 100 years 
ago, piety was the usual meaning. That began to change and 
by the 1960s it was decidedly the former and has stayed 
that way ever since. 

There is a third meaning which has even more to 
recommend it – not least because it includes partying (and 
excludes piety) but goes far beyond it. In this third sense it 
means a life that feels good to live, a worthwhile life of 
progress, achievement, enjoyment and engagement – and 
above all, with good relationships at its heart”. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

R Joseph Hoffmann 

A Post-Secular Humanist Manifesto (blogpost) 

https://rjosephhoffmann.wordpress.com/2009/10/08/an-
october-revolution-a-post-secular-humanist-manifesto/ 

Reviewed in 2018 by Murray Love 

This is one of a number of ‘alternative’ humanisms that 
might illuminate our search for relevance in a changing 
world. For those without Internet access, I have included 
extracts from the ‘manifesto’ at the bottom left.  

Hoffman was at one time senior vice-president of CFI 
(Center For Inquiry), known for skepticism and secular 
humanism. He was a disciple of CFI’s founder, and prolific 
humanist, Paul Kurtz. (You can see his obituary of Kurtz at:  
rjosephhoffmann.wordpress.com/2012/10/21/paul-kurtz-
december-21-1925-october-20-2012/) 

Some of the bitter edge discernible in his rejection of 
atheists within humanism, might be resentment following a 
2009 coup against Kurtz, and later himself, within the CFI. 
Hoffmann expressed his concerns in his blog at the time:  

“CFI moved from a beacon of sophisticated speculation about 
religion and secular values, to becoming a support group for angry 
anti-religionists, and college faddists. An organization that used its 
stable of worthies to fund worthy projects, had chosen instead to 
become a celebrity booking agency for sideshow atheism”!  

In a piece titled “R. Joseph Hoffmann Needs to Apologize to 
Atheists”, blogger Tristan Vick, responded to the bitterness: 

“R. Joseph Hoffmann is a religious historian I admire for his 
profound knowledge of religious history… Hoffmann’s blog, 
however, is filled with vitriol toward atheists… Instead of 
trying to explain where he differs with other atheists and 
why, he spends most of his time flinging mud” .  See a lot 
more of this tone at: advocatusatheist.blogspot.com/ 
2011/04/r-joseph-hoffmann-needs-to-apologize-to.html 

Many a true word can be spoken in anger, as much as “in 
jest”, and this applies equally to Hoffmann and Vick. It was 
in fact Paul Kurtz who was the greatest promoter of the 
expression ‘secular humanism’, although not foreseeing the 
philistine edge  the word ‘secular’ could add to the phrase. 

I can’t share Hoffmann’s expressed disdain for the likes of 
Dennett, Dawkins, Harris and Hitchens, but I can admit to 
observing at grass roots level, in places like Australia, a very 
sparse understanding of the potential for humanism 
considered as a comprehensive philosophical way of life. 

Hoffmann blames atheists and especially ‘new’ ones.  I think 

REVIEWS 

A POST-SECULAR HUMANIST MANIFESTO [EXTRACTS] 
“secular humanism [is] a patchwork of ideas that are no 
longer revolutionary and meaningful…  reasonable 
people will look elsewhere for intellectual energy, 
political resolution, and ideological support.” 

“close identification of humanism with secularism, free
-thought and atheism was a collusion of opposites, 
limiting the breadth of the humanist spirit… minimizing 
the intellectual continuity between past and present, 
and discounting the evolutionary nature of ideas...” 

“secular humanism’s narrow focus on the evils of 
religion, the paranormal, and supernaturalism has 
become quaint, backward, isolated… [the] use of 
‘skepticism’ to debunk superstition, the eccentric and 
the irrational... has been derisive rather than 
informative…. secular humanism provides no coherent 
system of values and ethics....” 

“We reject, as humanists, the belief that our way of 
knowing about the physical and moral world can be 
reduced to naturalism and science...” 

“We reject the idea of a single operating system for the 
humanist tradition in the arts and sciences…. authentic 
humanism is neither ‘religious’ nor ‘secular’.” 

“human beings are value-making creatures… humanism 
at its most generous is the discussion of the grounds for 
human action, the warrants for human assent, and the 
propagation of ideas and objects that are worthy of our 
best instincts and aspirations”. 

“the contemporary world is not defined by a 
confrontation between believers and unbelievers”. 
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here he is underestimating the value and importance of the 
new atheist ‘coming out’ campaign to normalise atheism. I 
also am far less impressed with the liberal ‘religious left’ 
than he seems to be. I find him overly fond of the modernist 
theologians he studied with in his youth. 

Still I find his blogging intelligent and insightful, even if only 
in a negative way. Perhaps he has become the ‘the critic we 
have to have’ and is more useful in that regard than the 
likes of England’s John Gray, let alone our Christian critics.  

More of his passionate resentment flows in a comment he 
made in the discussion on one of his own blogs about his 
disappointment with ‘organised’ humanism. This provides 
food for thought for those who think our only problem is to 
be better known. Hoffmann comments acidly: 

“I regard the use of humanism to mean secular humanism or 
atheism as [a tragedy] perpetrated by 2nd-class minds,  
perpetuated by 3rd-class polemicists and village atheists. 

The attempt to sever humanism from the religious and the 
spiritual was a flatfooted... way of taking on the religious right. It 
lacked finesse, subtlety, and... sense of history. 

“It is tragic what evisceration of humanism that secular humanism 
and its founders are guilty of. Secular humanism is destined to die 
a death brought on by its own self-deception, narrowness of 
vision, and inability to speak to the human quest for meaning.”  

This is hard to take for authentic humanists still working 
away within the existing movement. At the same time, this 
kind of criticism almost inevitably goes over the heads of 
those who might sometimes suffer from the vices described, 
and who can hold back the expansion of the movement. 

We should occasionally take a good hard look at ourselves 
from an outsider perspective. Narrow, flatfooted, third-rate 
polemics should never become our stock-in-trade however 
eager we feel to ‘take on religion’. Self-deception and self-
delusion can lead to a form of hubris. 

Humanists like Hoffmann who have had closer encounters 
with the sophisticated and progressive end of the religious 
spectrum can be a valuable source of balance for our 
thinking, and may have things to teach us about finesse and 
subtlety. But there are also traps to watch out for. We don’t 
need a subtlety that drifts too far into obscurity. 

Yet we do need a more sophisticated approach, not at the 
price of greater inauthenticity, but growing out of a real 
community of thoughtful, educated, caring people. Of 
course we all like to imagine ourselves that way already, but 
we shouldn’t under-estimate the effort required to sustain 
an authentic contemporary approach.  

Resting on the laurels of former glory won’t cut it. We 
would benefit by reviewing standards and refreshing our 
capabilities. This requires serious reflection and effort. It’s 
not just the resentful who see humanism at risk of dying. 
This petulant little manifesto has something to teach us. 

Humanist Forum (Madrid) 

Manifesto (Towards the Universal Human Nation) 

https://www.humanistforum.org/manifesto/ 

Reviewed in 2018 by Murray Love 

Here again is another alternative humanism deriving from 
mostly non-anglosaxon sources including some we might 
consider oddballs. Check out the website if you can. I see 
benefit in examining these fringe groups as a way of 
exploring our own Australian humanist movement’s edges, 
discovering where we can grow. Here is an abridgement of 
the manifesto for the conference held earlier this year. 

“We are at a crossroads in which past and future have collided. 
The world has become planetary, creating unprecedented inter-
penetration of traditions, beliefs, values, ways of life and 
conceptions. Technological advances are awakening aspirations to 
go beyond what we already know. The repercussions are 
challenging the way we see the world.   

Those in power are trying to deviate planetarisation towards 
globalisation, imposing uniformity, valuing everything in monetary 
terms, destroying socio-cultural differences, creating a world of 
conflict, revenge and destruction. 

Nevertheless a new sensibility of humanity  is starting to appear, 
with a heightened vision. Human life is the central value in society 
while the environment and other species are protected. All human 
beings must have the same opportunities. Everyone has the right 
to discover their existential dimension and legitimately ask 
themselves about the meaning of their lives. 

But, how can these aspirations become reality?  How can we 
respect and value the lifestyles that others have chosen?  How can 
we respect different cultural expressions?  How can we favour the 
freedom of beliefs and ideas so they may be freely expressed?  
How can we endow all human beings with equal rights and 
opportunities in terms of education, healthcare and quality of life?   

How can we make sure that scientific and technological progress is 
always put at the service and for the benefit of humanity?  How 
can we establish a new social methodology based on nonviolence 
and non-discrimination? 

What unites us will help answer these questions. Conscious of the 
collapse of today’s society we imagine ourselves together, men, 
women and diverse organisations, helping each other in solidarity 
to investigate the new models and paradigms that we need, and to 
construct a path that leads us to that new world we aspire to: a 
Universal Human Nation”. 

Some of what they say may seem familiar and even banal 
but how often do we really get around to talking about 
these things? Perhaps with regard to other campaigns by 
other groups supporting justice, peace and so forth, but 
here is a group trying to tie their humanism in with it. 

We can surely take a leaf from their book. We can pursue 
very similar ideas even if keeping at arms length from cultic 
aspects of some of the groups represented in Madrid. The 
last thing we need is for humanism itself to become ‘fringe’. 

REVIEWS 
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Jeremy Heimans & Henry Timms 

New Power: How Power Works in Our Hyperconnected 
World - and How to Make It Work for You (book) 

Pan Macmillan Australia, 2018 

Reviewed by Victor Bien 
 

New power is about political power, business power, and 
the exercise of influence and power in the social order. The 
ways of power have changed radically due to the rise of 
social media, and the internet technology which underpins 
it, which is now mainstream in a ’hyperconnected world’. 

 Manifestations of new power can be seen in things like TED 
talks, Air BNB, Uber, Bitcoin/Blockchain, Harvey Weinstein 
and the #MeToo events.  The aspect of new power which 
has captured my enthusiasm is its application in the GetUp! 
voter lobbying organisation, and the international version of 
GetUp! known as AVAAZ. 

Jeremy Heimans, one of the authors, was the person who 
initiated both those movements.  An implicit reason for 
presenting this review here in Australian Humanist is to ask 
whether the concept of new power could be used to help 
advance Lyndon Storey’s ‘second wave ‘of humanism. 

Like all powerful things, including petrol and nitroglycerine, 
the new forms of power can be used for productive or 
destructive purposes. The ISIS franchise, a new power 
movement, is one we would regard as destructive. 

The change associated with ‘new power’ continues 
challenging all manner of what Heimans and Timms call ‘old 
power’.  Old power organisations we all know very well.  All 
the well known big companies such as AMP, BHP and 
Telstra are old power organisations.   

Old power is characterised by hierarchical structures with 
bosses/managers and workers.  Orders flows downwards 
and responsibility flows upwards.  Our Humanist Societies, 
formed in previous times as incorporated associations,  are 
required to follow an old power structure (although 
humanists don’t tend to ‘take orders’!). 

Publishing organisations, built on old power structures, 
started undergoing existential crises about ten years ago, as 
the basis of new power started to move mainstream in the 
form of mass take up of the mobile phone, with Internet 

and social media connections. 

Once people could read articles and keep up with current 
affairs without having to buy newspapers and magazines, 
newspaper publishers found their advertising revenue 
stream shrinking more and more, in a terrifying manner!   

Civil society groups, like the Humanist Societies, found their 
potential members drawn away not only by traditional 
things like pursuing a career or raising a family. Now the 
younger generations have a multiplicity of avenues to link 
up with others in the new world of hyperconnectivity. 

The structure of new power organisations is conveyed by 
the diagram of a triangle in a circle.  This is covered in the 
fifth chapter of the book, ‘What Makes New Power 
Communities Work’. The three corners of the triangle are 
the main elements of a New Power (NP) organisation.   

The circle represents the world in 
which the NP organisation exists.  
Outside entities in the world such 
as influential persons, the 
media, and the general public 
could be represented on the 
circle as dots not connected 
to the triangle.  Clearly the 
structure is quite different 
from traditional, ‘old 
power’ organisations.   

Chapter 5 tells how a particular NP organisation handled an 
issue badly, and contrastingly,  how others handled issues 
well, illustrating the inner logic of NP organisations, what 
makes them succeed, what makes them fail, when to 
choose old power hierarchical approach, when not to, and 
weighing the risks of taking one approach over the other. 

Chapter 6 tells how NP organisations fuse and interact with 
the wider world.  Further chapters deal with a other aspects 
of New Power - How Ideas Spread, How to Build a Crowd, 
The Participation Premium, Blending Power, A Full Stack 
Society (‘full stack’ is working at both the front and back 
end of developments). 

 The book is full of stories from a variety of perspectives.  It 
was heavy going but worth the effort. There are 
endorsements by Richard Branson, Michael Kirby, Kevin 
Rudd, John Hewson, Jane Caro and quite a few others. 

REVIEWS 

Old power works like a currency. It is held by few. Once 
gained, it is jealously guarded, and the powerful have a 
substantial store of it to spend. It is closed, inaccessible, and 
leader-driven. It downloads, and it captures. 

New power operates differently, like a current. It is made by 
many. It is open, participatory, and peer-driven. It uploads, 
and it distributes. Like water or electricity, it’s most forceful 
when it surges. The goal with new power is not to hoard it 
but to channel it.  

Heimans & Timms 
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A REDISCOVERY OF 
LLEWELYN POWYS 1884-1939 

RATIONALIST PROPHET 
ATHEIST POET 

HUMANIST PHILOSOPHER 
In calling this a re-discovery I am firstly  acknowledging 

that Llewelyn Powys was once active in our common 

secular humanist history, writing in his time for The 

Literary Guide and Rationalist Review which, in our 

time, turned into the respected journal New Humanist.  

He also wrote for the companion periodical The 

Rationalists Annual, including, in 1937, How I Became 

and Why I Remain a Rationalist, which should silence 

any misunderstanding of his secular credentials despite 

his poetic temperament, and a prophet’s style of dress. 

Secondly I don’t claim to have ‘discovered’ this writer to 

the world, but only for myself through search engines 

and references encountered in books and articles. I 

suspect though, that few members of the Australian 

Humanist Societies have come across him, and it is 

worthwhile to share my own discovery more broadly. 

‘Forgotten’ in the sense of ‘not so famous as he once 

was, Llewelyn was one of several literary brothers, all 

sons of a clergyman. He was the most committed to a 

post-christian view, although, just like the writers of the 

1930s Humanist Manifesto I, he didn’t shrink from using 

words like religion or spiritual to describe his own 

naturalistic ideas and philosophical desires. 

His name clearly indicates Welsh family origins, but it is 

the coastal edge of the English county of Dorset where 

Llewelyn was born and learned his love of nature. 

In rediscovering this figure I am not looking nostalgically 

backwards, but claiming the fullest heritage of 

humanism which has always included philosophy and 

poetry alongside hard science and cold logic. As a now 

fallen remnant of a once larger movement, it is too easy 

to see humanism as just another name for secularism, 

and us as just another anti-religious pressure group, 

whose only distinction is the seniority of its citizens. 

But humanism in its heyday in Australia was led by men 

and women in the prime of life, and many if not most 

with an active interest in the arts, the humanities and 

the social sciences. It was not for the exclusive use of 

those with backgrounds in science, engineering or data 

processing. Doctors, teachers and others in human 

services were often the most active. 

Retrieving these broader intellectual demographics is 

as vital a part of any re-growth strategy as the obvious 

need for ‘younger’ members, which includes those born 

in the 1950s-70s as well as those from the 1980s-90s. 

The future of humanism could well depend on regaining 

the breadths and the depths of our past tradition.  

To stimulate an appreciation of the fullest potential of 

the humanist lifestance, I have taken the opportunity to 

present an abridgement with modernisations of one of 

Llewelyn Powys’s important works, Glory of Life. 

I have recrafted it here and there to eliminate any 

excuse for not giving this glorious work of literature the 

opportunity of being read by humanists of all stripes. 

The passion and poetry still belong to Llewelyn Powys. 

I have been able to take editorial liberties because all 

his works passed into the public domain a few years 

ago. I hope existing devotees of the Powys literary 

family will appreciate the intent of introducing a new 

audience to the works they love.  

I hope the humanist reader will make the effort, and find 

the experience interesting and refreshing. The slogan 

‘atheist mind, humanist heart’ fits Powys perfectly.  

 Some of Llewelyn Powys’ passion for life is explained  

and exemplified in another of his book,  Skin For Skin, a 

very personal meditation on the meaning of life and 

death, which he first published in 1925. 

Llewelyn Powys contracted tuberculosis in 1909 at the 

sensitive age of twenty-five. In those days, prior to the 

discovery of antibiotics, consumption, with its bubbling 

in the lungs and blood in the mouth seemed like a 

sentence of death. As a committed atheist, he faced 

into the abyss, and recounts in vivid prose: 

“I would wake in the small hours of the morning 

swaddled in fear. With scared eyes I would peer into 

the darkness of my room, and into the unknown days 

before me, and come to realize, during those tense, 

suspended moments, how completely unattended, how 

intolerably alone we are, each one of us, like cattle 

herded into a merciless stockyard, to be driven into the 

shambles, separately, when our turn comes”.  

And yet, he found “despite the soulless darkness, there 

is reason for existence”. This was in feasting upon life 

to the full, squeezing the last drop of joy from each day.     

Llewelyn Powys survived, and in 1934, having doubled 

the age at which he fell sick, he wrote the masterpiece 

Glory of Life. He then lived another five years longer. 

Once familiar with the name Llewelyn Powys you will 

find it distinctive enough to make searching further 

information fairly easy on the Internet. So I have not 

included further biographical information here.  

I would love to hear more from others aware of further 

lost gems from the broader humanist tradition. 

      Murray Love 
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Our Paleolithic ancestors carved gods on trees and 
stones, offering a work-a-day explanation for the 
mystery of life, yet leaving them free. To appease and 
placate these lively unseen beings was the purpose, and 
when this had been done, to follow the heart’s desire.  
Then priests associated these mischievous invisible 
powers with the disciplines of the social contract and 
with morality, grafting profitable misconceptions upon 
the uneasy generations.  
Now the twilight of the gods is upon us. Its strange 
ecliptic light spreads far and wide over the mountains, 
valleys, and the lighted cities of the plains. We are not so 
easily gulled as our ancestors by the creaking of a 
chamber door, or the thunder of the heavens. 
 So sharply have the theologians been put to their shifts 
that they welcome the slightest imagined irregularity in 
the ordinances of natural law as suitable mushroom soil 
for the gods to grow upon. The random fringe of 
subatomic reality might answer their purpose. Where 
human faculties falter, up jumps their God!  
Any delay in the rational explanation of physical 
phenomena and we hear talk of the divine. Where the 
trees in the groves grow thickest, where the caves of 
Mithras are darkest, where the folds of the temple 
curtains fall most heavily, we hear false rumours of an 
august and mighty presence.  
 An hour’s observation of a single acre of the world’s 
surface would convince an unbiased intelligence that 
this world is not under the direction of an intelligent 
and sensitive deity. It is as clear as day that the world we 
look upon is held tightly in the clutch of such calculable 
laws as hold bridges together, or foretell comets. 

Inherited preconceptions aren’t easy to exchange. Caged 
like goldfinches to the destined perches of our cultural 
education, we pass through life in a trance, hypnotised 
by the past, imprisoned in present-day illusions.  
Detachment is difficult for us. We are too involved not 
to care, but to care is to be betrayed. We seem incapable 
of forgetting prejudices and predilections, so as to 
emancipate our intellect to float away uncommitted, 
subversive, dispassionate, amoral, and free.  
Yet each good citizen should drive his or her mind out 
into the void to roam back and forth in homeless liberty. 
When people commit their personal desires, mental and 
material, to firmly attested judgements, whether or not 
these are aligned to their own interests, there will begin a 
Golden Age. Easy-going, unorthodox attitudes will 
hasten the coming of a true civilisation. 
All the gods that ever pestered and perplexed the human 
imagination should be rounded up - the great gods, the 
lesser gods, and the demi-gods without distinction.  
The Almighty, with his architectural rules, should lead 
the way, and behind him should trail the whole motley 
band, Marduk, Moloch, Baal, Horus, Osiris, and Isis, 
Apollo, Dionysus, and Jesus, with their sanctified 
symbols over their shoulders.  
What a great sigh of relief would rise up as we watched 
these immortals disappear forever round the corner of 
the wayside hedge.  
The deepest religious mood in no way depends upon 
belief in a god. The highest form of faith is a godless 
faith. We have pretended long enough. The true religion 
is the religion of the atheist.  

Glory of Life  was written in 1934 in a cornfield on the Dorset Downs 
under a cloudless sky in full view of the English Channel. 275 copies 
were printed on handmade paper and sold out at three guineas each. 
These now sell for over $1500 apiece. This half-length edited 
abridgement is based on a later printing from a conventional publisher. 
The text is in the public domain as the author  died over 75 years ago. 
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By day and by night men and women who belong to this 
ancient godless foundation cast themselves as low as the 
very grass in passionate worship.  
There is none to shepherd their wayfaring, yet their 
outcast spirits never cease from acclaiming what is. 
Merely to be alive, to be abroad upon the earth, is 
justification enough.  
In childlike egoism, others have made deductions from 
experiences they judge mystical, translating them into 
revelations. They declare we become part of some great 
metaphysical reality, part of eternity, and forthwith 
share with God his attribute of eternal life. No reasoning 
could be more unsure!  
Such an occasion of heightened awareness is merely 
consciousness of the mighty flux of matter, and that is 
all, just as minnows observe the rushing volume of an 
autumn flood to be moments later snapped up by a pike.  
Because once or twice in our lifetime we experience 
sensations of awe, and have wit enough to escape the 
exigencies of our trivial tea-party lives, this is no gospel 
of elevation from our mortal estate.  
In the piled-up squalor of the crypts of death, wish-
fulfilments count as nothing. How can we put the tittle-
tattle of parlour spiritualism against the verdict of 
ancient centuries?  
No dead body has ever truly been known to rise from 
the grave. When we are dead, we are dead. If this were 
not the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the 
truth, we would find some reliable evidence to the 
contrary. There is no such evidence worthy of wise 
consideration, and never has been.  
Observe a seaside crowd, so frivolous, so sense-obsessed, 
and ponder the prodigious credulity that claims for each 
gnat cheap soul a permanent survival. If we but snatch a 
glimpse into the coopered barrel of our restricted 
personality, then we see the absurdity of such a 
supposition in a flash.  
Every summer we hear grasshoppers in their green 
jackets chirruping ‘we are immortal, we are immortal’. 
All too soon are all their dry-grass chanties put to an end 
by the  first biting chill of the winter.  
When I listen to the petty minds of the clergy, so unfit 
for severe thought, I am amazed their sentimental fables 
have persisted so long. The doctrine of immortality is a 
palpable gloss, preserved through generations by egoism, 
and those injuries done to the heart by death. 
Graveyard proprietors can remove tombstones after five 
years. A graveyard shovel preaches homilies every day to 
the utter confusion of religious idealists.  
The comforted theologians think only of themselves and 
their friends in the space-time mousetrap of their 
particular parish. For who now gives a thought to the 

spirit-life of the long-dead great-grandparents of the 
little shaveling apprentice who this morning, toolbag in 
hand, went whistling down a side street of Birmingham?  
It seems impossible to consider these matters objectively. 
We all are subject to the sensitive credulity of funeral 
afternoon psychology. On no question is the human 
mind more illogical, more cloudy, more under the 
domination of herd hallucinations.  
It has been argued that the universality of belief in life 
after death offers evidence for its truth. This is 
subterfuge below subterfuge! Men  and women can be 
shown the deep well of oblivion, but not one wishes to 
drink of it. They will jerk away, creep off, be, do, or say 
anything, before they will face the doom that has been 
apparent to every honest mind since the world began.  
A clamour of fright troubles a village, then is utterly 
forgotten. There come new joys, newly born children, 
new sorrows for the aged. The earth smells the same over 
forgotten graves, with the dandelions showing early.  
Matter, with its transformations and transmutations, has 
a way of disintegrating, sliding back, letting all go in a 
forlorn precipitation, in a slippery disastrous subsidence.  
Alive in a godless universe, our minds unfalsified by 
enervating beliefs, can we still be religious? Nothing is 
more natural! Religious emotion has been erroneously 
associated with personal security. It is more sincere and 
honourable when under no suspicion of gain.  
Natural worship is the detached worship of animal life. 
It is the worship of the belted stallion, who makes the 
farmyard echo with his nostril voice. It is the worship of 
birds advancing along a cart rut and fish at the bottom of 
the river. It belongs to the glory of life. 
An adoration of life is our religion, the unuttered sense 
of glory in the chance of existence that called us up out 
of the dead dust, to mirror for a period with glassy 
retinas the mysteries of matter.  It is a worship of the 
moment’s duration, inviolate, detached, and passionate. 
Is it not enough to have glimpsed a panorama of the 
material universe in all its perfection without idling after 
eternal participations?  
From the edge of a cliff all is clear. The rounded earth is 
outlined against infinity, and feathered grasses wave free 
against the tattered banners of the masterless clouds.  
Far below, from earliest ages, ancient waves break upon 
congregated pebbles. Aeons of geology are in the sound 
of this sea-muttering. Along the winding edges of the 
continents, day by day, millennium on millennium, this 
resonance has been familiar. 
 Damp white cliffs above deserted sea-washed beaches 
seem set with small marble niches. Roosting cormorants, 
dozing in the twilight, dream of diving through dark 
waters in the wake of white fish.  
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Night closes fast on the forlorn landscape, and gulls are 
scattered far and wide over the dim sky.  High above the 
wave-resisting shingle, above the shoulders of the eternal 
hills, under haggard storm clouds, the seabirds call in 
dolorous tones. In the piercing apex of time, suspended 
between past and future, they are consecrated with life.  
Consider the mystery in this buoyant, wide-winged flock 
from the dovecotes of the curfew earth. The creative, 
unresting energy of godless nature has gathered the dust 
into volatile forms carrying aloft hungry intestines as 
lightly as autumn leaves.  
Where are the gulls of my boyhood? Those web feet, 
white feathers, and beaks of horn have been drawn back 
into the secret residua of matter. From other eggs, on 
precipitous platforms bright with sea sunshine, other 
birds have risen. As with gulls so with humans.  
At death the mind is as utterly extinguished as the flame. 
Yet while our mind still flickers with recurrent 
apprehensions, our spirit sends out heathen prayers of 
gratitude for having seen sunlight on wheat fields.  
I awoke one September morning in a corner of a barley 
field. The sun shining over the hedge revealed thistles 
and grasses festooned with glistening spider-webs.  
Through the slow midnight hours they had set malicious 
nets of precise engineering, suspending a thread here or 
there, until, with perfect symmetry, fans of death 
glittered immaculate in the dawn, ready to trap and suck 
the blood of the enmeshed unwitting flies.  
Yet this is the same vitality that moves the caterpillar 
along its green stalk, and brings forth suddenly smooth 
white mushrooms in a morning meadow.  
Any sincere honourable spirit must stand aloof from 
sanctimonious idealism, and weave a bower of endless 
night upon the edge of the abyss as its intellectual 
habitation. The only moral order is human manners. 
Morality has its modest origin in the pressure of 
gregarious opinion. We must take our bearings without 
a compass, and with the slippery deck of life sliding 
under our feet. We are shipwrecked sailors, dogmatic 
nihilists, profoundly sceptical of both good and bad.  
Beyond the margin of our own scant moment, all is lost. 
 In soft summer, in leafy hidden haunts, human 
emotions bite at air with fanged teeth. Sodden leaves lie 
there in autumn as though nothing had happened.  
Nature is ignorant of babbling Good and Evil, soon 
swallowed up by Time and Death. Both ugly and heroic 
deeds are equally discounted by the scattering of atoms.  
The lion stands over the fallen gazelle with exultant 
ferocity, and sleeps sated with innocent blood. Nature is 
callous and goes on its way regardless.  
The cat snoops by the stable door with sinister patience 
to catch the nestling swallow as it tries to fly. With pride 

it lays the broken feathers on the door-mat. In the 
animal world, iniquity proceeds without impediment. 
There is no condemnation from the clouds.  
Millions go to untimely death in envious war. All is 
equalised in a hundred years. The soldier, the man of 
peace, the corporal and burgomaster lie scarce an elbow 
length apart in the dull earth, while, above their hidden 
rotting bones, new dramas unfold in gallant sunshine .  
Evil is cruelty. To cause suffering with intent, is the only 
unpardonable sin.  There is no rational excuse for 
altruism. Malfeasance is ubiquitous - merely to breathe is 
to destroy.  This is a fight between the tailors and the 
giants. Confronted by the rat’s head of cruelty we must 
be as subtle as machiavellis, and as brave as martyrs.  
Sexual and mother love has prompted men and women 
to refined responses, and it is here that humanity’s small 
claim of freedom improves on the mandate of nature. It 
would be ignoble not to forward the cause of such an 
unforeseen chivalry. 
Let us have no delusions about ‘working in God’s 
vineyard’. When we act with generosity we do it as a 
spreading oak shelters sheep from the sun - out of the 
abundance of our pagan vigour. Compassion under 
scientific discipline can inaugurate Utopia.  
The largesse of a strong soul cannot be curtailed. It is the 
natural property of a temperament richly fulfilled. It has 
nothing to do with religion, logic, or philosophy.  
The cry has been that if belief in God and morality goes, 
then all society will be confounded. Victims of their 
own instinctive avarice, the conventional conclude that 
intellectual emancipation would result in a dangerous 
licence. Nothing is further from the truth.  
Petty persecutions result from that unfortunate 
provincialism of having settled opinions upon unsettled 
matters. Freedom from prejudice has been the privilege 
of fully civilised people.  When men and women ‘leave 
all free as I have left all free’ they become tolerant of 
nature’s twists and turns.  
Civilisation does not depend upon dogmas, which have 
always been the weapons of tyranny. Stupidity and 
fanaticism obstruct human welfare. Any broad view of 
social relations is founded on unyielding scepticism.  
People are wretched not because they have too much 
freedom, but because they have not freedom enough.  
Inspiration grows best on unfenced soil. With clear 
receptive minds, it would not be difficult to solve the 
worst of our problems.  
False values are caused by the high premium put on 
personal property. The true purpose of life has been 
perverted. Life’s capital is invested in the body! All life’s 
happiness comes from the body. Success does not 
consist in acquiring external possessions, but in the free 
healthy life of the senses.  
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This in no way presupposes reluctance to bear our 
legitimate share in the pismire provisioning of society.  
Yet we remain more malleable and amenable than those 
others, for our kingdom of heaven on earth does not 
depend upon empty rewards. 
In our industrial epoch, men and women have been 
defrauded of their birthright. They age before their time, 
faces pinched, anxious, and ignoble because out of 
necessity and stupidity, they neglect plans for personal 
happiness, for secret moments of bodily refreshment 
and rapture, and contemplative ecstasy.  
In the great cities of London, Chicago, Vienna, San 
Francisco, or Athens, I have seen dead souls, toilers rich 
and poor, submit to outrageous subjugation. The sun’s 
heat, the frost’s cold, the falling of magical silver rain 
cannot rouse them from their slumber. Somnambulists, 
hypnotised by human lies, they snore while awake, 
taking their dreary allotment of destiny for granted.  
If these exploited people could get a glimpse of how 
death each day growls at life, they would realise with 
searing knowledge the importance of gathering in the 
rich harvest of their own signal experience.  
If they could appreciate in a single illumination the 
hazard of their momentary consciousness poised upon 
nothing but a creative outlawed energy, a passion for life 
its sole terrible purpose, then perhaps suddenly would 
come a new conversion.  
Universal happiness is indefinitely postponed until idle 
fables can be replaced by a steadfast conviction that the 
human drama is taking place on an island precariously 
floating upon a bottomless sea. 
Each soul is of inestimable value to itself, as it wings its 
way alone within the circumference of the flaming 
ramparts of the world.  
It is the response to life that counts, receiving with 
animation the messages carried by our rabble senses.  

Advantage in life in no way depends upon winning the 
applause of worldly people. This should be taught in 
every elementary school! What reward has the worldling 
to show in her coffin? To have gone through life as 
though blinded and deaf, squandering her days, selling 
the pearl of destiny for a sow’s-ear purse?  
Our unhallowed religion is free to all. Its proselytes do 
not have to be rich or clever. A man may die a tramp in a 
ditch, grey hair matted against blackening winter nettles, 
and yet have lived to greater purpose than a prosperous 
haberdasher in the neighbouring market town.  
We should champion the cause of lovers in and out of 
season, natural or unnatural, licit or illicit. Sexual desire 
is nature’s gift. The hours of its consummation are 
beyond all measure the most real and ecstatic hours of 
our life. These are our golden moments, that on the day 
of our death we are likely to value most. 
Approaching the sweet fountain depends on disposition 
and destiny. It is a personal matter and nothing to do 
with one’s family or with society. Each relationship is so 
unique that any fixed rule is impossible. Mutual desire is 
its own justification, except of course in sadistic 
manifestations, or wherever children are involved. 
Nothing is more villainous than the endeavour to tame, 
correct, and inhibit the wild splendour of lust. It is the 
pliable, beautiful, spiked backbone of life, on which the 
fair grace of the flesh is built.    
In moments of profane love we should be possessed by 
an ultimate rapture, our spirits under their foolish 
bewitchment, awake with gladness, knowing the high 
fortune of so tender, so savage, so divine an experience. 
As many can be injured by sexual restraint as by sexual 
indulgence. It shows the most sorry improvidence to 
turn aside from such felicities when opportunity offers.   
 When there is utter, impassioned, heroic love between 
two people, when the thought of each other’s bodies 
causes them day and night to stand as worshippers 
before the shrine of Aphrodite, quivering, shivering with 
idolatry, fidelity becomes as natural as to breathe.  
When love of this kind visits the earth, rarely and by 
chance, then preserve it, shelter it, sacrifice everything to 
it! You are of all mortals the most favoured.  
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Nothing can better fortify the raging soul against the 
hazards of its flight through the incalculable curvatures 
of time than such adoration. To know that you will be 
loved, even to the grave’s edge, deprives the Icarus-like 
falling from life to death of half its horror. 
For there are moments when cold airs blow out of the 
charnel-house of matter, and a spirited intellect is 
surprised by hare-brained frights.  
Then it is there passes through the gooseflesh a chill, 
carnal shiver, and the true strength of individual genius 
is tested, requiring self-control, spiritual austerity, 
unyielding stoicism, and defiant gallantry.  
With eager faculties and our unquenched earth-lust , we 
edge our minds forward, finger-inch by finger-inch, 
towards a desperate truth. Once accustomed to 
disastrous reality, we can then turn back to life, to the 
days that remain to us, with regenerated allegiance.  
We should approach life with unfaltering, chivalrous 
minds, disciplined to expect no more than what has 
been clearly given to us.  
Our sun-encircling planet encloses a dream garden 
where painted flowers stand bright in the sunshine. 
There are grottoes and shadowed places, oracular and 
awful, moonlit copses and monolith glades, girls and 
boys with bodies washed in dew, smelling of white 
clover, and everywhere the simple traditions of human 
life - a clutch of goose eggs, a basket of blackberries.  
Tales of far kingdoms, where the dead are said to dwell 
forever, distract and prevent us seeing life as it is, and 
giving undivided attention to earthly civility and 
pleasance. We should never allow our attention to be 
diverted from the earth and its affairs.  
There is sufficient poetry for worship in any simple 
article of human craftsmanship. What legendary 
rumours come to the meditative spirit with the sight of 
a derelict plough, brown with rust, at a field’s edge. 
Merely to see a lambing crib for holding hay in a 
pasture, startles the imagination to wakefulness.  
The human senses show a state of becoming, 
transience, and change. They do not lie. Being is an 
empty illusion. Heraclitus was right. Our scientific 
triumphs extend precisely so far as we have accepted the 
evidence of our senses. The apparent world is the only 
world. The ‘true’ world is a false adjunct.  
Impermanence is the supreme and tragic attribute of 
everything that is rare and lovely. The poppy in the 

garden, or the chamomile by the wayside, prosper but 
for a moment.  The glory of numberless dawns has been 
utterly lost. Moonlit midnights in dim woods, and 
starlit spaces under cold sea cliffs are no longer visible. 
Science at every point challenges and annuls sacrosanct 
authority, from the extravagant superstitions of Rome 
to the elusive doctrines of the Protestants.  

We grow impatient with reservations. Better to sweep 
the floor clean and stand upon the bare stone flags.  
Our kingdom is the kingdom of this earth and we hold 
it silliness to keep looking up. Fanciful presumptions do 
nothing but harm. What we can see, hear, touch, smell, 
and taste, should content us. Let us draw water from 
the spring with grateful happiness, and not vex our 
hearts with impossible longings.  
No sooner did our ancestors acquire consciousness 
than they were shocked by the fact of death, and have 
scarce recovered. From generation to generation the 
purpose has been to mitigate this dread.  
Better to accept life simply and naturally, and recognise 
that soon enough happiness will be at an end. There are 
no wiser words than to eat, drink and be merry!  
The simplest actions become uncommon opportunities 
of natural piety. To pour water from a jug, to break 
bread, to open a bottle of wine, are lordly offices.  
To observe suddenly the ancient face of our childhood 
nurse, radiant, illuminated with goodness, on the 
threshold of our door, is a revelation more real than any 
fabled theophany of Emmaus or Damascus.  
We should rest in the open country with a godless 
prayer in our heart for simply being alive.  
At the end - what are we? Images of breath, passing 
shadows, a herd of dream cattle  moving swiftly across 
the world’s pastures to a graveyard where, at a single 
thunderclap, eternity is as a day, and a day as eternity.   
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Dear Editor, 

Congratulations on your first issue [no. 131] as editor of 
Australian Humanist.  I have a mass of reading material on 
my coffee table and took a while to come across it.  

It’s a fine effort. I was impressed with the article Standing 
Alone by Rudi Anders. It expresses my own thoughts on 
being a freethinker better than I could have. 

I wasn’t sure what to make of Rudi’s comment on the 
diversity of freethinkers. Personally, I have no problem with 
people having different interests and priorities. 

I am very grateful to my grandfather, an independent 
thinker who left the Catholic Church after he married a 
Protestant, and was consequently disowned by his own 
strongly Catholic (perhaps even bigoted) father. 

Some of my great-grandfather’s Catholic siblings tried to get 
my grandfather’s children back into the church, but were 
unsuccessful. My own father and mother both had a low 
opinion of the Catholic Church. 

 I don’t remember humanism being mentioned by my 
parents but they would have supported the movement. I 
only heard of the humanists myself after I joined the 
Australian Skeptics in the 1980s. 

Keep up the good work. 

Peter Hogan 

    (Peter is a member of the  
    Humanist Society of Victoria) 

 

 

Dear Editor, 

A significant reminder in the recently announced Minimum 
Statement on Humanism (AH 132) is that humanism 'does 
not accept supernatural views of reality.'  

Belief in and dutiful reliance on the supernatural, however, 
are the basic essentials of religious practice. And the general 
term of reference for this supernatural fundamentalism is, 
of course, 'God'. Yet by all rational criteria, the very 
existence of God cannot be demonstrated. 

It follows that the Bible is not the infallible and immutable 

authority on human affairs many hold it to be. In any case, it 
falls far short of the claims made for it, on account of its 
own intrinsic and numerous deficiencies - contradictions, 
anonymity and misinterpretations to name a few. 

So it is of serious concern that all too many of those who 
believe in God are positioned to exercise inordinate 
influence in framing the laws of the land.  

Our current evangelical Prime Minister Scott Morrison is a 
case in point. Another is former Prime Minister Tony Abbott, 
who was additionally in thrall to the morality and belief 
edicts of the Pope as the head of the Catholic Church. 

It must , then, be incumbent on freethinkers thoughtfully to 
counter the all too often socially applied  assumptions that 
God is a reality, that the Bible is 'God's Word', and that we 
are all bound by the alleged implications. 

John Dillon 

     (John is a longstanding member  
    of the Humanist Society of NSW.  
    More of John’s letters on page 22) 

 

Dear Editor 

Recent developments remind me that Australians have 
always loved cutting down to size all those they see as 
putting themselves above the rest of society.  

Tall Poppies are seen as people who ‘put on airs’, ‘bung it 
on’, or who are ‘up themselves’.   

It’s a tradition that apparently goes back to convict 
Emancipationists and Free Settlers of the early days of white 
settlement. The free settlers, particularly the Irish, wanted 
to cast off all elements of the British class system.   

They dreamed that Australia was a place where this could 
happen, where a classless Utopian society could be built. 

Enlightenment ideas of an ideal society may have been 
spreading through Europe in the late eighteenth century but 
a new society in far-off Australia was not part of Britain’s 
grand plan, where freedom was unattainable for thousands 
of convicts already there. 

American publisher, Frank Thompson noted the differences 
between Australians and Americans when they talked about 
freedom.  Americans saw it as liberty, the right to do what 
one wants within the law.   

But for Australians, freedom meant equality.  It became part 
of the Australian psyche to thoroughly dislike those who 
think they are of a superior class. 

Jack Lang, Labor Premier of NSW  from 1925 to 1927, 
referred to Tall Poppies in his book, The Turbulent Years.  He 
had once proposed high taxation of the wealthier classes, 
which shocked the parliamentarians then as much as it does 
today, especially members of the Coalition. 

The term Fat Cats was first coined by Clyde Cameron, a 
minister in the Whitlam government.  He waged war on the 
Public Service for awarding huge salary increases to what he 
called the ‘Fat Cats’.   

Cartoonists loved the idea, and began depicting politicians 
with whiskers, tails and bulging tummies, as smug as the 
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grinning Cheshire Cat from Alice in Wonderland. The term,  
Fat Cats, equated with greed in high places, has endured. 

In a classless society, there would be no Tall Poppies or Fat 
Cats, but has such a society ever existed?   

Karl Marx envisaged a classless society that remained just a 
dream.  The idealistic  nineteenth century New Australia 
colony in Paraguay attempted to build a socialist Utopia, but 
succumbed to what many see as a natural order - those in 
power and those who are ruled.  

Anthropologists would say that every society is hierarchical.  
In the animal world there is a hierarchy, and even the 
smallest insects, like bees or ants have a hierarchical order.  

Every member of any society, human or animal, has its place 
and has its use, not necessarily in order of merit, but as an 
important part of the whole. 

There are still Tall Poppies to be mown down today. 
especially those arrogant enough to think they are above 
the law of the land.  Down they come, chop, chop, chop – 
singled out in the Royal Commission on sexual abuse in 
churches and other institutions.   

But the horrific revelations of abused victims must have 
badly shaken the faith of many people. Unlike faith in 
Mother Church, there has never been much faith in the 
ethics of the banking system.   

The Royal Commission into Misconduct in the Banking, 
Superannuation and Financial Services Industry have found 
vast paddocks full of Tall Poppies and Fat Cats, who have 
been verbally and publicly shamed.   

Ethics seem to have disappeared down the drain, together 
with the moral compass one rightly expects from those 
institutions.  With hearings yet to be completed, we are left 
to wonder about the outcome.   

Will it be enough to dismiss or jail those found guilty of 
unprincipled practices? I suspect it will continue to be as 
Groucho Marx once said, “If you don’t like my principles, 
well…I have others”.  

Barbara Cattunar  

     (Barbara is another member  
    of the Humanist Society of NSW) 

 

Dear Editor, 

Meat is murder. Animals have their own life. They should be 
left to their habitation. Countryside is to be preserved.  

Human population is exploding. Pollution is too much. We 
are digging our own graves. 

 Asian cities are too overcrowded. Trains full up. Buses too.  

London too much pollution & overcrowded.  

Amen. 

Hari-Boz, Rama Yoshua, Siriji Bawa 

Sent to CAHS by snailmail from England 
with what might be names on the back 
of  the envelope.  Enclosed in a ‘Happy 
Belated Birthday’ card by Hallmark 
containing no personal inscription! 

Dear Editor 

TELL GOOGLE TO DROP DRAGONFLY 

“Don’t be evil” is the motto that once guided the world’s 
most iconic tech company. But today, Google is on the brink 
of trading human rights for profit in China with a sinister 
programme codenamed “Project Dragonfly”. 

 Chilling leaks have revealed prototypes for a secretive app 
that would blacklist search terms like “human rights”, 
“student protest” and “Nobel Prize”. 

Dragonfly would also allow authorities to spy on Google’s 
users, potentially helping the Chinese Government to arrest 
and imprison people. 

Many Google employees are taking a stand, unwilling to 
play a role in the Chinese Government’s surveillance and 
censorship. We can help them build the pressure. 

We know from leaked senior executive comments that there 
are plans to deploy Dragonfly in early 2019. That means we 
only have a small window of opportunity to put a stop to it. 

We want everyone to tell Google CEO Sundar Pichai to drop 
Dragonfly now, before it’s launched. Right now, Sundar 
Pichai has a choice: Will he defend a free and open internet? 
Or will he create a world where citizens routinely have their 
rights undermined online? 

As a market leader, Google knows its actions will set a 
precedent for other tech companies. Sundar Pichai must do 
the right thing and drop Project Dragonfly for good. 

Let’s get this trending! Tell Google to #DropDragonfly today. 

 
Dear Editor, 

I hope you will check out my new book, Religion Delusion – 
an hilarious and serious look at religion. The book is 
available as an e-book & paperback at Amazon Australia: 
https://www.amazon.com/Religion-Delusion-John-
Carlshausen/dp/0648245225 

To postulate God’s existence is contrary to reason and 
common sense. Heaven can’t exist without oxygen, so it 
should be visible, and where the hell is Hell?  

Adam and Eve started the human race with a dysfunctional 
family. Cain murdered Abel. Downhill ever since. The old 
Devil has been made virtually redundant. In some religions, 
women are treated as chattels to be used by men. Child 
abuse has occurred in religious institutions. 

Religion breeds terrorism and  has been the cause of many 
wars over the centuries. It is only a matter of time before 
religious fanatics get their hands on a nuclear weapon and 
level a city. Let’s hope it is not your city. 

Thanking you in anticipation. 
Yours sincerely, 

John Carlshausen 

(Author of  Thoughts of a Money Lender) 
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Understandably, competition to have readers’ letters published 
in the Sydney Morning Herald seems to be intense. I hoped 
Australian Humanist stalwarts might be interested to read 
some of the many letters I have attempted to get published.  

 

Here is one on the funding of religious interests, and putting 
one’s mind to work: 
Dear Editor SMH 

Naturally enough, the basic and essential qualification for 
sharing in the largesse in the hundreds of millions of dollars 
doled out by government to religious interests, including 
sectarian schools, is to worship 'God'. However, in cogently 
evidential and logical terms, there is no reason to believe 
God exists. The springboard of traditional assumption that 
he does has surely had its day, 

Claims of immutable infallibility for 'holy scripture' are 
demonstrably fallacious, not least on account of intrinsic 
contradictions - which begin in Genesis with variations in 
the chronology of 'creation'. And further claims of personal 
divine revelations, in terms of the science of cognitive 
psychology, are unconvincing and unacceptable as proofs of 
God. If you put your mind to it, you can believe anything. 
Remember the prominent Sydney jockey who said God had 
told him to race in Hong Kong! 

It is not enough to gloss over difficulties in religious 
rationale by blithely resorting to 'faith' which, by definition, 
is that which is necessary to sustain belief in the absence of 
evidence. If I were to claim there were fairies at the bottom 
of my garden it would be my responsibility to prove it. In 
other words -- lavish handouts of public funds under false 
pretenses. 

Yours sincerely  

John Dillon 

 

Another one on the same theme included a rather pointed 
complaint: 
Dear Editor SMH 

Religious belief is based on the perceived existence of an 
almighty deity referred to as 'God'. Such belief, and the 
expression of it within national law, is the right of every 
citizen. And that should be the full extent of freedom of 
religion. 

Religious belief is a personal matter and, of whatever lawful 
doctrinal obligation and form of expression, should not be 
subsidised from the public purse. For too long, religious 
interests have benefited at taxpayer expense to the tune of 

billions of dollars annually. And this when church income 
itself is measured in the billions. 

We allow huge taxation concessions, we finance 
construction works; and, of current particular concern, are 
funding for religion-based schools and for religion-favouring 
school chaplaincy. Yet public school funding is grossly 
inadequate. And school ethics classes, the burgeoning 
alternative to scripture classes, receive no government 
funding whatsoever. 

Further, in our increasingly secular society a critically 
significant factor needs serious recognition. It is that, as 
asserted by international freethinking organisations, there is 
no credible evidence that 'God' exists anyway. 

The blanket pretext that 'faith' is the answer is not good 
enough. Faith is only necessary in the absence of evidence. 
And the Bible, demonstrably and emphatically, is not the 
infallible authority it's cracked up to be. 

So let those of religious persuasion foot their own bills. Or 
they can happily resort to John 14: 12-14, where Jesus, no 
less, supposedly promised, unconditionally, that whatever 
even imperfect believers asked 'God' for in his name they'd 
get it  

Public funding?-- unnecessary after all.  

Yours sincerely  

John Dillon 

 

In their Easter issue was both a full-blown article in support 
of the usual story, as well as a letter from a ‘Rev. Dr’ but they 
didn’t print my one below: 
Dear Editor SMH 

The Easter passion and resurrection stories are manifestly 
fictitious - borrowed from ancient Egyptian mythology; but 
just reflect on the morality of it all. 

The often-quoted John 3:16 states, in effect, that God 
orchestrated everything himself, beginning with the 
contrived murder of his son. This was ostensibly a noble 
sacrifice to atone for God affronting sins of the entirety of 
humankind - including us. Yet, notwithstanding our divinely 
permitted free will, implicit in that sacrifice is a policy of 'toe 
the line, or else'. 

But shouldn't direct penitential communion with God the 
'Father' be sufficient? Why the need for the ethically 
questionable whipping boy atonement concept of the 
Easter theatre? 

What too, of punishment meted out by a loving God? Hell 
for a nepotic three days for Jesus, but eternity for those of 



23 Australian Humanist no. 133 January-March 2019 

us who dare to dissent. 

All this, mind you, under the edicts of God of the Ten 
Commandments. Four of these, no less, reveal him as 
jealous, vain and dictatorial - and vindictive to the extent of 
victimising children four generations down the line from 
anyone who offends him. And there's more. 

Fortunately, and remarkably, the bottom line is that there's 
no credible evidence that 'God' even exists. 

Yours sincerely  

John Dillon 

 

Even brevity didn’t help when I tried a shot at Mr Abbott’s 
religious subservience to the Pope, regarding the latter’s 
claimed unique authority in matters of faith and morals: 
Dear Editor SMH 

Mr Abbott- has said that, on environmental matters, he 
won't be dictated to by Green bureaucrats in Paris. As an 
allied principle, and as he's an Australian Catholic 
parliamentarian with legislative responsibilities, does this 
mean that, on moral matters, he won't be dictated to by 
the Pope in Rome. I understand, for example, that he voted 
'no’ in the equality referendum. Well? 

Yours sincerely  

John Dillon 

 

An earlier submission featuring school chaplaincy funding 
missed selection as well: 
Dear Editor SMH 

Private religious belief, for personal hope and comfort for 
example, is one thing. And the Easter and Christmas stories 
doubtless lend purpose and assurance to the faithful. But 
the basics of these matters, and allied claims, are 
demonstrably unsubstantiated fantasies fondly derived 
from so-called holy writ. 

Yet they are constantly represented as a divinely decreed 
code for the entirety of human existence. Consequently, 
the influence of the religious, notably in political circles, 
undemocratically affects national law-making, ignoring 
majority public opinion in the process.  

Matters of homosexuality and euthanasia are cases in 
point; not to mention the associated tragic social 
disharmony. 

A further example is the aiding and abetting of child abuse 
by the recent allocation of an additional $240 million of 
public funds for school chaplaincy; a thinly-veiled ploy to 
indoctrinate youngsters with religious precepts. And this at 
the cost of, for example, reducing CSIRO scientific research 
funding by $110 million. 

In our increasingly enlightened society, we should 
vehemently resist unwarranted and unjustified religious 
influence. 

Yours sincerely  

John Dillon 

So after all that, I was constrained to go to the top with, as 
you’ll see, a grouch going back to 1995.  

The 2018 editorial specifically about Easter was further full-
blown support for the traditional Christian view of the 
matter; no editorial concession whatever to the Herald’s 
own acknowledgement that religious affiliation is in decline.  

So the following was fired off at the Editor-in-Chief.  

Believe it or not, there was no response! 
Dear Editor SMH 

The lamentably biased Herald editorial of Friday 30 March 
stated, yet again (see accompanying 1995 editorial) that 
the resurrection of Jesus is factual. Demonstrably, it isn't. 
Nor are the rest of the essential beliefs of the religious - 
notably the very existence of 'God' of standard definition, 
which is a monumental contradiction in terms. At least it 
was acknowledged that religious affiliation is in decline. 

So, I was disappointed that my letter 'Easter et cetera' 
wasn't used (2 attempts). But the Christian claims got 
another Guernsey, with the letter by a Rev. Dr! 

Frankly, it is long overdue for the unwarranted favouring of 
religious interests to be resolutely curbed in our, as 
acknowledged, increasingly secular society. How, for 
example, can hypocritical legislators of religious persuasion 
hold it to be democratic to lavish public funds by the 
hundreds of millions of dollars on school chaplaincy, when 
the teaching of ethics (which is burgeoning) receives NO 
such funding! 

There is so much more but I’ll leave it at that, with an 
invitation,  not to say challenge, to engage further. 

Yours sincerely  

John Dillon 

 

POSTSCRIPT 

My personal experience is that of having written several 
hundred letters to all ranks of religious apologists – 
archbishops, professors, authors, politicians, pastors, media 
presenters – and associated organisations, including those 
with vast financial and academic personnel resources. 

The outstanding feature of their ‘defence’ of the opinions 
they had expressed, and which I’d challenged, has been 
simply to ignore my impertinence.  

Further in assessing their published, proffered and 
proclaimed observations, dispassionately and rationally, I 
trust, I can only lament the levels of wilful ignorance, 
intellectual dishonesty, gross assumption and outright 
hypocrisy evidenced. 

(in my humble opinion, of course!) 

Secular humanism, thankfully, is steadily gaining ground. 
There’s hope yet. 
 

Yours sincerely!  
John Dillon 
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The Victorian Society’s public lecture in September was on 
the global sanitation crisis. Kathryn Harries has worked for 
years in international charities on water, sanitation and 
hygiene programs, known collectively as WASH, which were 
priorities of UN Millennium Development Goal Seven and 
subsequently of Sustainable Development Goal Six.  

Kathryn reported that 892 million people defecated in the 
open (World Health Organization, 2015). The mere building 
of toilets was futile without culturally appropriate guidance 
from local community leaders. Handwashing was alien to 
many people in the least developed countries, and 
international support for such countries must continue.  

The October lecturer was our long-time member Carl 
Mahoney, who presented a big-picture survey, entitled, The 
slow fix: towards a contributory society – slow, in the sense 
that progress may take generations.  

Carl began with the Auckland Declaration Against the 
Politics of Division (see AH 132 page 5). He detected a shift in 
social thought towards a ‘new paradigm’ which emphasised 
peace, social harmony and sustainability. The business 
world needed to be more aware of the Triple Bottom Line, 
technology needed to be regulated, and governments 
should invest in their people.  

Another Society member, Joe Sehee, spoke passionately in 
November about spiritual care for secularists. In his journey 
thru life he had experienced the transformative power of 
competent spiritual care, when ordinary friends and 
professional psychologists alike were ineffectual.  

Joe recognized the time was ripe to extend person-centred, 
evidence-based spiritual support to people dealing with 
illness, trauma, transition or loss, in a variety of settings, 
who have turned away from religion. 

At members’ discussion meetings various subjects came up: 
- defending the funding of government schools; some words 
that can be problematic for Humanists; possible Australian 
Humanists of the Year; social media spreading public 
awareness of the Society. 

In our secular spiritual care program we now have three 
Humanists working part-time in two large hospitals. Leslie 
Allan has convened a Meetup group for people who have 
left their religion or are uncertain of it and want intellectual 
or emotional support. He has added a Facebook discussion 
group for open debate about the ex-religious situation. 

Meg Paul and Leslie recommended the online course, 
Humanism, non-religious approach to life, created by 
Humanists UK and available thru Futurelearn.com. The wide
-ranging six-week course is free. 

Committee attended the annual award ceremony for school 
students of science, the Science Talent Search, where the 
Society sponsored bursaries (see also AH No. 131 page 22) 
for twenty-five students, both primary and secondary. If 
only a few are inspired to take up a scientific career, we are 
glad to have made an investment in their future. 

Our June social celebrated World Humanist Day and World 
Refugee Day, and collected food for the Asylum Seekers 
Resource Centre. We marked the spring equinox with a pub 
lunch. We congratulated our member, Alison Harcourt, on 
her award of Victorian Senior Australian of the Year 2019. 

HSV has obtained the services of a community engagement 
officer, on a six-month contract, to improve Humanist 
communications, build relations with outside bodies and 
assist the committee generally. 

Catherine Stahel was co-opted to committee in October. A 
forward planning workshop lasting three hours produced a 
prioritized set of actions to meet the perceived challenges 
facing the Society.  

At the 57th annual general meeting of the Society in 
November three members of committee stepped down, 
Mary Bergin, Peter Hotchin and John Russell, and they were 
replaced by Rod Bower as President, Steve Halliwell, and 
Bogdan Skomra as Treasurer. The meeting approved new 
purposes of the Society, condensed from the previous 
screed to less than one hundred words. 

 Stephen Stuart 

Secretary, Humanist Society of Victoria 

http://vichumanist.org.au/ 

 

Contact a member of the CAHS executive listed on the back 
of this journal if you would like to participate in reviving 
humanism in Western Australia. 

Murray Love on behalf of Humanist Society of WA 
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During the months October to December the ACTHS has 
continued to arrange regular social gatherings at its Meetup 
discussion group, as well as a monthly Forum, where 
members have been able to discuss topical issues such as: 

 How does being a Humanist influence our everyday lives? 

 What does Humanism have to offer for this new century? 

 Why is change so hard? What can we learn from catalysts 
for personal and societal change? 

 

In October we had an opportunity for members to meet 
with the President of the Rationalist Society of Australia, 
Meredith Doig, and a prominent writer on philosophical 
topics, Paul Monk.  

In November we shared an evening with Babu Gogineni, 
who is the founder of the South Asian Humanist Association. 
In 1997 he was appointed Executive Director of the 
International Humanist and Ethical Union (IHEU). See the 
ACTHS website for more details: https://bit.ly/2BOsdnB 
 

Our active committee continues to meet monthly, and has 
been progressing ideas generated at our recent Planning 
Day, including the production of some consumer pamphlets 
and the possibility of offering an education course on 
Humanism. We have also spent time developing a 
statement of our Values: Compassion, Reason, Community, 
Dignity, Diversity, Environment, Culture, and Forgiveness.  

The full statement of Our Values can be found on the home 
page of our website: https://bit.ly/2Tw3ATI 

We have also been publishing some thoughts on living as a 
Humanist, including a series on Global Warming as it relates 
to Humanism, in our "Musings" blog:   https://bit.ly/2SlEqpc 
 

Lastly we note that one of our members, Lyndon Storey (the 
President of the Council of Australian Humanist Societies) 
has published a book entitled Humanity or Sovereignty: A 
Political Roadmap for the Twenty-First Century.  

Lyndon’s book has been reviewed by another of our 
members Callum Golding in Areo magazine:  
     https://bit.ly/2RuXyRP 

 

The year ended with a family picnic in the beautiful 
surrounds of Black Mountain Peninsular, overlooking Lake 
Burley Griffin. 
 

Peter Williams 

Secretary,  

ACT Humanist Society 

http://www.canberrahumanists.org.au/ 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Our September 23 Meetup event in Sydney was titled 
Humanism, Atheism, Secularism, Skepticism, Rationalism, 
Scientism & Freethought. This was an opportunity to discuss 
the differences between different identities and approaches 
amongst the non-religious. It was surprisingly lively and well
-attended and well-enjoyed. The accusation of ‘scientism' is 
something few want to hear about, but it might still be a 
useful word for an excessive disregard of the humanities. 

At our society meeting on the second Sunday in October, Ian 
Bryce presented his work as the senior investigator with 
Australian Skeptics on the various scams and delusions that 
have been drawn into the web of science by a $100,000 
prize on offer for a successful demonstration of magic, the 
paranormal or extraordinary engineering. Needless to say, 
no-one has passed the testing of their claims, and some are 
complete no-shows. Some are sad cases. Some are 
outrageous ripoffs. An audience of 26 enjoyed the show. 

Ian did a double-act in October returning on the fourth 
Sunday to present the Meetup event on his experiences as a 
Primary Ethics teacher in NSW. Fourteen people came. 

Our last guest speaker for 2018 on November 11, was 
Russell Blackford who will be well known to those who have 
attended atheist and secular conferences around the 
country. Russell is editor-in-chief of the Journal of Evolution 
and Technology, a dual PhD, philosopher, and writer. Russell 
gave a fascinating outline of the Transhumanism movement, 
and there was a lively Q&A with an audience of over 30. 

We had a bonus speaker the following Sunday with a special 
visit from Babu Gogineni who was touring parts of Australia. 
Babu spoke of his work in India exposing scams and human 
rights violations. A few days later, he formally founded the 
Australian chapter of his world-wide South Asian Humanist 
Association  in a ceremony at Sydney’s Parliament House. 

The last Meetup on November 25 looked at two 
presentations from the USA’s Bart Campolo who 
deconverted earlier this century and has been a very 
successful Humanist Chaplain at two universities. He has 
special experience in community-building and this is an 
aspect too often taken for granted among humanists. 

Following a relatively successful Humanistmas in July in 
2018, I took it back to its source with a Humanistmas in 
December to celebrate our end-of-year. The aim was simply 
be a community, gathered round tables sharing food. I am 
glad to say they did come (nearly 30), most of them did 
bring food, they shared, they communed and members 
helped with the entertainment. It was the party of the year! 
 

Murray Love, 

President, Humanist Society of NSW 

http://www.hsnsw.asn.au 
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In 2006, working with then Labor education minister Rod 
Welford and the Queensland Anti-Discrimination 
Commission, then HSQ president Zelda Bailey almost 
managed to have the 1910 education act Bible lessons and 
religious instruction provisions repealed. 

On the eve of its final reading, Premier Peter Beattie 
abandoned the ambitious amendment, caving-in to pressure 
from his own backbenchers, the LNP, the ACL, and the then 
federal education minister Julie Bishop. 

At the time, Julie Bishop threatened to withhold billions of 
dollars of funding to Queensland education if Christian 
religious instruction was tampered with, adding that any 
interference would result in Queensland public school 
students being “taught in a moral vacuum”. 

An ABC report of the time is revealing about the level of 
support for our cause but also the extraordinary opposition 
it aroused. The disappointment on the Labor education 
minister’s face is palpable. See the 2006 video report at:   

https://vimeo.com/309027375/cd513309bc  

We now approach the 2019 school year with the 1910 
provisions for confessional Christian religious instruction 
and State school teacher-provided Bible lessons still virtually 
unchanged. HSQ believes it is time to again pursue the 
repeal of the anachronistic Chapter 5 of the Queensland 
Education (General Provisions) Act, 2006.     

Back in 1859, the settlement of Moreton Bay ceased being a 
part of New South Wales and moved to become the colony 
of Queensland. This would require a whole new system of 
government to be established, including the creation of a 
new public school system, freed from the embrace of the 
Christian churches. 

In 1875, the first Queensland Education Act provided for 
free, compulsory and secular public education. Queensland 
state schools were truly secular, not allowing any religious 
materials onto school grounds at all, with a requirement for 
school teachers to teach only secular material.  

As the years passed, the Protestant-led Bible in State 
Schools League zealously lobbied for the right to provide 
Bible lessons and religious instruction to Queensland State 
school students during school hours. 

In 1910, the Queensland Government held a referendum to 
ask whether religious instruction should be introduced to 
State schools. This would be conducted by the local priest, 
vicar or pastor, along with Bible lessons to be provided by 
government school teachers.  

Although the referendum was strenuously opposed by the 
Roman Catholic church, it was won by a small margin. Yes: 
74,228. No: 56,681. Informal: 7,651. 

For a fascinating history of this referendum debate see: 
https://ses.library.usyd.edu.au/handle/2123/10596 

Because government school teachers would be now 
providing Bible lessons, the 1910 Education Act 
amendments involved the deletion of every occurrence of 
the word ‘secular’, including a vital clause which read: 

 

 

A similar ‘secular requirement’ clause exists to this day in 
the NSW and Victorian education acts. 

 Its non-existence in the Queensland act has numerous 
disturbing consequences, including intelligent design being 
‘taught’ in parallel with the theory of evolution within 
science classes. 

The provision for Queensland government-employed school 
teachers to conduct ‘selected Bible lessons’ in school hours 
remains within Chapter 5 of the Queensland Education 
(General Provisions) Act, 2006. 

Across the coming months, we have strategies in place to 
challenge the 1910 Bible lessons and religious instruction 
provisions within the Queensland Education Act and seek 
that they be repealed by statute. It is important to note that 
this action is supported by the Queensland Teachers’ Union. 
 

Ron Williams 

President 

Humanist Society of Queensland 

http://hsq.org.au/ 
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The Humanist Society of South Australia (HSSA) is an 
association of like-minded humans who seek a rational 
constructive approach to all human affairs.  

The HSSA acts to defend freedom of opinion, and the 
expression of that opinion, as well as every other civil liberty 
of the individual,  supporting the widest concept of 
education for all people for the better understanding and 
enjoyment of human life.  

Membership of the Humanist Society of South Australia is 

one vital way of ensuring that the Humanist movement is 
able to continue its vital work in advocating for a more just 
and compassionate society. 

The HSSA continues in 2019. Social events are held each 
month in strategically located pub venues. HSSA also works 
with other organisations in the Adelaide area sharing similar 
goals. 
 

 Compiled by Murray Love from HSSA sources 

Humanist Society of South Australia 

https://www.meetup.com/Humanists-SA/ 

http://sahumanists.org.au/ 

+61 403 835 058 

info@sahumanists.org.au 

https://vimeo.com/309027375/cd513309bc
https://vimeo.com/309027375/cd513309bc
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The final quarter of 2018 saw activities proceeding on 
several fronts for CAHS & the IHEU. 

A major issue occurred when during October Gulalai Ismail, 
an IHEU  Board member and a prominent peace activist and 
human rights defender, was detained after returning to 
Pakistan from the UK. The IHEU issued an urgent call for the 
Pakistan authorities to return Gulalai’s passport and respect 
her right to travel.  

Later that day, after international pressure supported by 
IHEU members around the world, Gulalai was released. But 
when that happened the Pakistan authorities did not return 
her passport, and she remained listed on the ‘exit control 
list’, removing her right to travel.  

Here at CAHS we responded to this situation by circulating 
links to an IHEU sponsored petition in support of Gulalai 
Ismail, and messages were sent to the Pakistan High 
Commission and Prime Minister Scott Morrison seeking 
support. However the situation still does not appear to have 
been resolved. 

This type of situation is an indicator of the need for us to be 
ready to act where appropriate to defend humanists at risk 
around the world, and an indicator of the dangers faced by 
humanists in many parts of the world.   

On the Australian front, work on developing affinity groups 
has continued apace. A Humanist Care affinity group has 
been established for people interested in humanism and 
community engagement. Its focus is on chaplaincy and 
pastoral care type volunteering at the moment, but this may 
broaden depending on the people who join it.  

Steps are also being taken to develop an Education affinity 
group to help share knowledge and coordinate action 
amongst humanists interested in issues related to 
education. This group will consider issues related to the 
question of education about humanism/ethics/philosophy/
religion etc. at schools, and also consider approaches to 
education about Humanism at the adult level. 

Both affinity groups and the work of the IHEU are examples 
of how working together benefits our growth as humanists. 
It is important for us to continue to work out ways to better 
utilise the resources of the humanist movement in Australia.  

CAHS is contributing to the planning of the 2019 Australian 
Humanist Convention and hopefully this event will be a 

chance to increase the level of co-operation amongst 
humanists in Australia.  

Lyndon Storey 

President 

Council of Australian Humanist Societies (CAHS) 

http://www.humanist.org.au/ 

In other IHEU news, they have called on Mauritania to 
release blogger, Mohamed Cheikh Ould Mkheitir, who 
remains in detention despite a Court’s decision a year ago to 
commute his death sentence. Mkheitir, 35, remains in 
custody in an undisclosed location, with limited access to 
family and  lawyers after authorities failed to implement his 
release. He is currently believed to be in need of urgent 
medical care. Mkheitir was arrested after he published a 
blog in December 2013 that spoke of slavery and 
discrimination, including against the ‘blacksmith’ caste, to 
which he belongs. 

In October, Ireland voted overwhelmingly for a 
constitutional change to end their blasphemy prohibition. 
Commenting on the news, IHEU Chief Executive Gary 
McLelland, said:  

“This is fantastic news. Ireland is on a journey, becoming a 
modern, progressive and liberal country. I want to 
congratulate my colleagues in Ireland for their hard work.” 
“This is not just good news for Ireland, nor is it just good 
news for Europe. This news will echo around the world. 
“It will bring hope and encouragement to fellow humanists 
who face violence and intimidation on a daily basis. The only 
people who have anything to fear from freedom of 
expression after ‘blasphemy’ laws, are those who know that 
their religious authoritarianism will be open to public 
scrutiny and debate.” 

IHEU news compiled by Murray Love from IHEU sources 

£20,108 - over  
£20,000 goal 
but fund still open 
for the moment 

https://www.gofundme.com/at-risk 

Please 
donate 
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WHAT EXACTLY IS HUMANISM? 
 

The IHEU has developed a  
Minimum Statement on Humanism: 

 “Humanism is a democratic and ethical life stance that 
affirms that human beings have the right and responsibility 
to give meaning and shape to their own lives. Humanism 
stands for the building of a more humane society through 
an ethics based on human and other natural values in a 
spirit of reason and free inquiry through human capabilities. 
Humanism is not theistic, and it does not accept 
supernatural views of reality.” 
 

Every humanist is a unique individual who thinks for 
themselves. The Australian Humanist Societies are 
communities in which members can share in cultivating 
their own humanity which implies decency, compassion, 
reason in decision-making, and joy and calm in living.  

In accordance with the minimum statement, and other 
declarations, we can understand that humanists aspire to 
be democratic in their political engagements, ethical and 
responsible in their social life, grounded in meaningful 
values in their own life, committed to reasonableness and 
enquiry free from dogmas in their thinking life, loyal to 
humanity as a whole, and respectful of their part in the 
natural world, in which they find their only place. 

Living in the light of such values, humanists come to 
understand that absolute answers are not be found, and 
that human limitations will mean that different ways of 
viewing problems can lead us to many different ideas. 
Humanists spend much of their time together discussing 
and debating social, ethical, scientific and political issues.  

Because humanism is often the next step human beings 
take after abandoning the illusions of religion, the humanist 
movement is also concerned to defend the interests of the 
non-religious, and to lobby in opposition to religious 
groupings seeking to impose narrow views on the 
Australian population. 

Famous Australians who have identified with humanism 
include people like Fred Hollows, Tim Flannery, Peter 
Singer, Olive Zakharov, Jane Caro, Carmen Lawrence, Eva 
Cox, Phillip Adams, and Gillian Triggs. If these are your 
people, why not join us today. Contact one of our local 
associations at the addresses on the left. 
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