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ATHEIST FOUNDATION OF AUSTRALIA INC 
EST. 1970 

 
PHILOSOPHY 

 
The Atheist Foundation of Australia recognises scientific method as the only rational means toward 
understanding reality. To question and critically examine all ideas, testing them in the light of     
experiment, leads to the discovery of facts. 
 
As there is no scientific evidence for supernatural phenomena, atheists reject belief in ‘God’, gods 
and other supernatural beings. The universe, the world in which we live, and the evolution of life, 
are entirely natural occurrences. 
 
No personality or mind can exist without the process of living matter to sustain it. We have only 
one life - here and now. All that remains after a person dies is the memory of their life and deeds 
in the minds of those who live. 
 
Atheists reject superstition and prejudice along with the irrational fears they cause. We  recognise 
the complexity and interdependence of life on this planet. As rational and ethical beings we accept 
the challenge of making a creative and responsible contribution to life. 

 
 AIMS 

 

To encourage and to provide a means of expression for informed free-thought on philosophical and 
social issues. 
To safeguard the rights of all non-religious people. 
To serve as a focal point for the fellowship of non-religious people. 
To offer reliable information in place of superstition and to offer the methodology of reason in place 
of faith so as to enable people to take responsibility for the fullest development of their potential as 
human beings. 
To promote atheism.  

 

ATHEISTS PROVIDING 

FOR ATHEISTS 

 

AFA Member  

Anthony Pickham, 

 partner in the firm, 

‘AndrewsJakeman’,  

can assist with all your  

accountancy, business and 

management needs.     
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A s a youngster you may have had a swing in the back yard that your father made by tying a couple of ropes to 
the sturdy branch of a tree, and fixing them to a piece of timber for a seat. I recently saw a sketch of several versions 
of this type of swing that were designed by a committee. One version had three ropes instead of two, with the third 
one going through a hole in the middle of the seat, and all three ropes were of different lengths. 
 
You could be forgiven for thinking that the Bible was cobbled together by the same committee, because it makes 
about as much sense as the swing with three ropes. Out of the confusion of the Bible comes an interpretation of some 
of its passages, mainly from the book of Revelations, which leads to a concept called “The Rapture”. It goes       
something like this: At some future date (not too far away according to some, but they have been saying that for 
about two thousand years now) true believers will be whisked out of their clothes and transported rapidly skyward to 
heaven. So if you are an atheist and your partner is a Christian, he or she will disappear, leaving behind nothing but a 
pile of clothes, and probably a mobile phone. If you happened to be on a Sunday drive at the time, and your partner 
was behind the wheel, it will be a very nasty day for you.  
 
Dead Christians will be raptured along with the live ones, so it will be a strange sight with the rotting corpses and 
skeletons of true believers shooting skywards along with the naked live ones. Cremated Christians will presumably 
be seen as a patch of black soot rocketing into the sky. Jim Gerard has taken a humorous look at the rapture in his 
book called Beam Me Up Jesus. And the whole thing would be a source of nothing but humour except for one thing:      
apparently millions of Americans, presumably including some influential politicians, actually believe in all this. And 
the reason why this is a concern is that after the rapture (or before it, depending on which school of rapture you      
follow) there will be seven years of “tribulation”, during 
which time many nasty things will happen to non-believers, 
followed by a final battle between the forces of good and evil 
(Armageddon). Another problem is that some evangelical 
Christians are actually happy at the current state of affairs in 
the Middle East, and at the prospect of Iran obtaining nuclear 
weapons, because, as pointed out by Sam Harris in Letter To 

A Christian Nation, they believe that this will lead to the    
onset of the mother of all battles, signalling that the rapture   
is near, and that Jesus will soon come back to Earth to          
reclaim it. 
 
Here we are in the twenty-first century, with a deep scientific 
understanding of the universe we live in, from the very small 
at the atomic level to the very large at the scale of galaxies; 
and the most technologically advanced nation on the planet 
has something like half of its citizens believing in the most 
infantile, idiotic rubbish conceivable, with consequences for 
the safety of the whole world. If ever there was a need for the 
voices of  rational thinkers to be heard it is now. 

RECENT SCIENCE  

PROVES NO GOD  

SORRY FOR 

 INCONVENIENCE 
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Letter to the EditorLetter to the EditorLetter to the EditorLetter to the Editor    
HHHH    i all, 
 

Just a note to thank you for the latest issue of TAA. [September - October 07] 
 

To pick just one thing to comment on, I must say how much I enjoyed the cartoon on page 14. 
 

I find that in many ways the insidious bias against non-belief in our society is more annoying than the more blatant    
discrimination that we put up with e.g. tax concessions for religion.  The subtle biases in favour of religion are so      
ingrained that most people are completely unaware of them.  I think of this every time my wonderful old dad        
confidently says grace before each meal, regardless of where he is or who is in attendance; it never occurs to him that 
some people might have other ideas. 
 

Imagine the fuss if us sinners claimed equal time in all the little things. 
 

Thanks again for all that you do, 
 

Cheers, 
John  

 

New Needed Miracles 

That fellow, Jesus should return today 

And prove his godship in a modern way. 
Reverse that global warming for a start, 

Keep fundamental terrorists apart, 
Perform some miracles we really need, 
Like giving all the hungry ones a feed. 
Providing for five thousand was a wow. 
How about some several billion now? 
Forget that turning water into wine. 
More useful is desalinating brine. 

That walk on water doesn't seem so much, 
A walk on Mars would show a more powerful touch. 

Surely someone at the pinnacle 

Could arrange one super miracle ? 
But he might find new miracles a tad 

Too hard for him; he'd have to ask his dad. 
                           

                                    Joan Vaughan-Taylor 

 

 

 

A Catholic lass said, “It's odd    
   I find it so hard to see God.” 

Mum said, “Be a nun, 

You might find his son 

Conventing around in the quad.” 
 
 

������ 

 

 

Adam and Eve were just two.  

The Bible reports it as true. 
Or is it a fable? 

Did their Cain and Abel 

Find wives for themselves at the zoo?            

                      Joan Vaughan-Taylor 
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 CCCCHOICE AND HOICE AND HOICE AND HOICE AND DDDDECISIONECISIONECISIONECISION 

By Colin Healey 

TTTT    oday I wondered why religious people believe what they believe. I wondered why do they choose to shut out 
science and reason, and decide to accept silly stories. And I worked out an answer: choice and decision are myths 
also. 
  
We go about our lives thinking we make choices and decisions, and we support or criticise the choices and decisions 
others make, but the truth is that human beings are large collections of trillions and trillions of electrons and quarks 
(almost 6000 trillion trillion atoms worth if you are about 65kg like me), and every single one of those sub-atomic 
particles does exactly what the laws of physics tell it to do. Every thought, memory, emotion, brilliant idea, and every 
decision or choice results from neurochemistry, which in turn results from the interaction of trillions of little electrons 
and quarks making up the atoms, molecules and chemicals of which we are composed via the forces of the universe 
(gravity, electromagnetism, strong nuclear force, and weak nuclear force.)  
 
Thus, in regards to the choices and decisions we think we make, we do not actually have a choice—the laws of    
physics simply command our sub-atomic particles to do whatever those laws say, and we, being composed of those 
huge quantities of particles, obey those laws also—we are slaves to the unbreakable laws of physics. Did I decide to 
type this email? No, the laws of physics are such that the sub-atomic particles of which I am composed behaved    
according to laws which commanded me to type it. Even with the probabilistic nature of quantum mechanics, and the 
Heisenberg uncertainty principle, we still have no control over what we do, and thus decision and choice are myths. 
  
And that's why religious people believe in the crap they do: because the laws of physics gives their trillions of       
sub-atomic particles no other choice. Thankfully, the laws of physics gives my trillions of sub-atomic particles no 
other choice but to criticise them once in a while. And though religious people like to claim their god gave them free 
will, the truth is that concept is a myth also. 
  
Funny thing is, decision and choice being myths means that I am not responsible for anything I do—it's the laws of 
physics that are to blame. It also means that humanity has no choice as to whether we save the planet from global 
warming or global nuclear warfare, because the laws of physics decide whether or not we lower greenhouse gas  
emissions, or if we blow each other up. Prevention implies that we have a choice to stop something, but since choice 
is a myth then that means prevention is a myth also. Strange, huh. 
  
Even more thought provoking is the fact that Hitler's horrific doings were really just the laws of physics telling      
sub-atomic particles what they should be telling them, and those particles responding as they should to those laws. 
Hmm, I don't think that would go down too well with the Jews; that the Holocaust was really caused by laws of   
physics. 
  
So if you regret anything in life, take comfort in the fact that it wasn't your fault, nothing is your fault (nor anybody 

else's for that matter) the laws of physics are to blame.  ☺  Who needs philosophy and religion when you've got physics! 

 
“The true joy of life [is] being used for a purpose recognized by yourself as a mighty one … being thoroughly worn 
out before you are thrown to the scrap heap … being a force of nature instead of a feverish, selfish clod of ailments 
and grievances.”  
 
“Patriotism is a pernicious, psychopathic form of idiocy.” 
 
“Progress is impossible without change, and those who cannot change their minds cannot change anything.” 

 

Bernard Shaw  -  1856 - 1950 

zoo?             
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H ello 
 
My name is Aleksandra  and I am a first year Journalism 
and Communication student at the University of      
Queensland. My main assessment task this semester is to 
tell a story of some kind, based on the 2006 census results. 
These results (and research into the two previous census) 
show that the number of individuals stating or having a 

religion has decreased steadily over this period of time. 

 

As an atheist organisation, what are the opinions held by 
your members on possible reasons for this decrease in  
religion? If any of your members would be able to give me 
any information, opinions or general feedback, I would be 
extremely grateful. I would also like to use direct quotes in 
my assessment, with permission of course. I can assure 
you that any quotes used will be completely objective and 
will not be portrayed with any bias to a particular side. 

 

Any help would be extremely appreciated.  

 

Thank you in advance. 

 

Aleksandra  

 

H ello Aleksandra, 

 

Thank you for your inquiry.  You have asked what may 
turn out to be one of the most pertinent questions in the 
history of humanity.  Future generations will no doubt 
look back to this era with a greater level of interest than 

we now have for the period known as the Enlightenment. 

 

Religion has been taken as such a given, with the          
expectation it has some kind of independent immortality, 
that its eventual demise will rock the very foundations of 
existence.  The dependence and, yes, the comfort of     
having a supreme force in charge of our lives, when no 
longer there, contains within it the capacity to dethrone the 
importance placed on human affairs, to one where        
emphasis will naturally gravitate to our particular genus 
being a part of an immense system, but not a special part.  
Whether or not this will sufficiently assist in the longer 
term survival of our species and the planet is yet to be   
determined.  What is known is that the continuation of a 
world reliant on a non-existent supernatural sphere is a 

sure-fire recipe for premature disaster. 

 

To begin a study of reasons why religion is in steep      
decline in advanced nations, taking Australia as an       
example, it first has to be established what the role of   

religion has been down through the ages. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

It takes very little imagination to understand how our 
primitive ancestors, in an attempt to explain the fortuitous 
and unfortunate vagaries of life, were compelled to       
include superstitious belief in daily affairs as a matter of 
survival.  With no knowledge of the workings of nature, 
the basis for natural disasters and disease, the good and 
bad times, cried out for answers.  Considering we have 
evolved as a group animal, it is also self-evident that     
individual superstitions were rationalised at some stage to 
become commonly accepted ritualised events.  Hunters 
and gatherers formed tribes and then communities.  The 
“best” superstitions endured, becoming religions. 
Each location had a specific religion, accounting for the 

many thousands that have come and gone. 

 

All generations passed on knowledge of survival to the 
younger members, and that included, very importantly, the     
particular religion of the tribe or community. The situation 
facing primordial humans was to learn to survive.  As with 
other higher animals, the process of instructing the young 
with the accumulated knowledge of adults was achieved 
by example, repetition and an unwavering respect for    
tradition.  For around three hundred thousand years and 
most likely even well before this time, infant survival  
education was of paramount importance.  Again, as is seen 
with other animals, humans evolved with the genetic    
propensity to soak up significant messages in youth      
ensuring the highest probability of surviving to procreate 

and pass on their genes.   

 

The interesting point here is that the messages only had to 
enhance group survival; they did not necessarily have to 
be correct.  Just one example should suffice: that of the 
Aztecs ripping out the still beating hearts of those chosen 
for  sacrifice, to ensure crop fertility.  Of course, we know 
now that unless the blood and bodies of the victims were 
used as fertiliser, the benefit of such a ghastly procedure 

would have been nil. 

 

The strong traditions of superstitious religion stagnated 
Western societies for thousands of years with the          
occasional  forays of scientific endeavour being stymied 
by force, threat and oppression.  Eventually, discoveries 
into the workings of nature, which had been slowly      
escaping the all-encompassing net of religious repression, 
exploded with the Enlightenment.  The wider acceptance 

 
(Continued on page 7) 
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of scientific and philosophical explanations became      

undeniable to a critical mass of the educated population. 

 

The flat earth presumption, the earth as the centre of  solar 
system, a young earth, disease caused by demons etc, all 
pillars of religion, suddenly fell foul of the microscope of 
rigorous investigation.  The church was under attack but 
now lacked the previous absolute combined power of state 
and religion to stop it. Vociferous attempts at retaining the 
supernatural explanation status quo became less and less 
effective.  The final nail, only now being recognised as a 
significant turning point, was the discovery of the theory 
of evolution.  Parts of religion have taken the continuing 
fall-back position of accepting the theory of evolution 
whilst others grimly hold the view, against overwhelming 
evidence to the contrary, that it must be incorrect.  The 

battle continues. 

 

The once unquestioned dogma of the church could no 
longer be taught to children with such authority and the       
watering down of the indoctrination process began.  Since 
the Enlightenment, each generation has received a        
decreasing dose, leaving a growing number of people 
without religious belief.  It must be remembered here that 
for many thousands of years religion was the explanation 
for everything, making the church extremely rich,        
powerful and influential.  The hang-over from this still 
affects the popular mind making the human propensity to 
be superstitious a reality not easily swayed by factual        
information.  The emotional hold of religion, as it was 
with the Aztecs, has kept enough of the population in its 
grasp, allowing for perseverance.  A few hundred years of 
scientific method unravelling nature is a drop in the ocean 
of geological time compared to the hundreds of thousands 

steeped in ignorance.   

 

It has always been the case that to show signs of not      
being religious was vehemently presented by the church as 
the worst crime one could commit.  It is therefore               
understandable that the increase in non-belief has been a 
guarded affair as social, work and political life could be 

affected adversely by such an admission.  

 

I would suggest that a critical mass of non-religious    
Australians have been quietly going about their daily lives  
without letting on for four or five decades.  Suddenly   
religion took a near fatal beating, even though it was not 
our religion, with the attack on the Twin Towers and other 
acts of religiously inspired terrorism throughout the world.  
As Richard Dawkins stated in The Devil’s Chaplain in 
response to the Twin Towers tragedy; “All is changed, 

changed utterly.” 

 

Since then, the negative parts of religion have become  

unrelenting headline news. The widespread notoriety 
made religion a topic of discussion in the media and the 
public became more sensitive to matters of faith,           
especially its interference in politics both locally and    

internationally. 

 

Many people who before hid their secular views found a 
new courage in openly, and often proudly, admitting they 
were the godlessly unchurched.   This has been reflected 
in the 2006 Census figures quite remarkably.  The trend 

can only increase.   

 

Not to be forgotten also, even thought the Census statistics 
show a sharp decrease in religiosity, is the falsity          
produced by the question itself: “What is the person’s   
religion?”, after which the main religions are listed.  
Marking the religion of baptism and not a current stance 
can be an outcome. One huge distorting factor in this 
question is that parents or guardians answer for children 
under the age of 14.  This happens to be 20 per cent of the 
population who are incapable of the necessary maturity in 
deciding what or if they are, other than to dutifully accept 
the religious views of their elders.  Even using the 2006 
Census figures shows the reality of around 50 per cent of 
adults are not affiliated with any religion. The true figure 

can only be higher. 

 

To sum up, the beginning of formalised science has led to 
a more broadly educated population and therefore          
religion’s once widespread strict indoctrination regimes 

are no longer possible.  

 

Aleksandra, I hope this assists you in your studies and if 
you find I have not covered the topic adequately, please 

do not hesitate in contacting me again. 

 

The warmest of regards, 

 

David 

 

David Nicholls 

President 

 

������������ 

(Continued from page 6) 
 

 

DON’T  FORGET  TO  DROP  

INTO  THE  

ATHEIST FOUNDATION 

 FORUM 

http://aussieatheist.com/forum/index.php 
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Who Took The Fun Out Of  
Fundamentalism? 

 

By Lyn Longo 
 

RRRR    ecently I planned a visit to my mother who lives in a small country town in South Australia. With some       
trepidation I prepared myself for a place where most law breaking and drunken behaviour is attributed to the          
indigenous population. The rest of the population are an enlightened group who have the rifles ready in case the much 
anticipated “Invasion of the City Slickers” should come to pass. They are a politically savvy bunch who worship  
Honest John and see the Labour Party as heralding a return to Stalinist policies. This is a community of landowners 
and their support services who interpret any attempts to develop environmentally sustainable agricultural practices as 
something akin to voodoo. 
 
The pilgrimage began! Amidst the plethora of activities organised by my Mum was a visit to “The Village” for the    
fortnightly “sing-a-long.” Now this is not the home of the “Village People” à la  Y.M.C.A. etc but a supported facility 
for the elderly and infirm. So Sunday afternoon we walked up to the Village and found our way to the Chapel where 
the lively community singing session was anticipated. First of all my mother commented with surprise on the number 
of butts on seats and we had to hunt for extra chairs. 
 
Cringe, horror, loathing and déjà vu were the feelings that washed over me as I realised it was the turn of “The           
Eglinites” to run the event. Memories of church and Sunday school in the old congregational church came back to     
terrify. At that time there was a manically devout family who were the pillars of the church and made their saccharine 
presence felt wherever sin lurked. The family name somewhat resembles “Eglinites!” Now in my teens this family    
decided the congregational church did not sufficiently represent their own God Fearing Lives, so they seceded from 
the congregation and set up their own church. Such evidence of their piety could subsequently be seen etched onto the    
handles of tools sold in their hardware shop, or spanners that another member used in his garage. The faithful gathered 
at the home of the matriarch and indulged in an orgy of Bible reading and bad mouthing of non -”Eglinite” people’s    
wickedness. The male members prepared sermons that would terrify the hardiest fire-and-brimstone Calvinist while 
their children were models of propriety, sanctity and smarmy goody-goody behaviour. 
 
So began an hour of misery as the captive audience was assailed with rantings about the fatal consequences of sin. 
The subject was all about the punishment of the people of Israel who were delivered from godless Egypt but did not 
show sufficient gratitude to their deliverer or turn away from sinful practices. Good old Jehovah sent poisonous 
snakes to fatally bite these miscreants —  and it was just!! 
 
Imagine the confusion of the frail and fragile audience (well, a third only because all the rest were “Eglinites” from all 
over South Australia), many of whom were suffering from dementia and Alzheimer’s . They were expecting happy 
little songs from the era of Bing Crosby and Al Martino. Sure the sermon was punctuated with hymns but they were          
secondary to the opportunity to terrify all listeners into submission and to demonstrate to their Lord that they were 
pious and sinless. 
 
The whole event was utterly vile, insensitive and callous with scant regard for the needs of their audience. It was    
somewhat sad too that such an event should feature so high in their priorities that carloads of them would drive over 
200 kilometres for the privilege! Get a life “Eglinites” and leave the innocent elderly to enjoy what is left of theirs in 
peace! 
 

������������ 

“Radical environmentalists are more than up to the task of moralising their own agenda and imposing it on people 
through fear. They don't need church leaders to help them.” 

                                                                     —  Cardinal George Pell, Catholic Archbishop of Sydney       
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AN ATHEIST’S 

THOUGHTS ON 

DEATH 
By Charles Cornwall 

  
AAAA    s Benjamin Franklin observed, there are only two 
certainties in this life – death and taxes. This isn’t the         
appropriate forum for discussing the latter but it       
certainly is the right forum for the former. As an atheist, 
therefore, I would like to share with the reader my 
thoughts on the subject of death. 
  
In doing so, I think it is helpful to 
divide the subject matter into two 
components: (1) the state of death 
and (2) the mode by which the 
state is reached. The state is the 
same for everybody – the end, 
nothing more, extinction,      
oblivion. The mode is highly    
individual, different from person 
to person – for some traumatic, 
for others peaceful; for some   
sudden, for others lingering; for some unexpected, for 
others anticipated; for some painful, for others with  
little or no pain. 
  
When giving consideration to these two components, 
thoughts about one’s own future demise can produce 
ambivalent emotions, one relating to the final state and 
the other to its mode. For myself, as an atheist, I do not 
fear the state of death. I can contemplate it with      
complete equanimity of mind. I do not fear it because 
there is nothing to fear.   However, as a bit of a sook 
when it comes to pain and physical suffering, I do    
experience some apprehension when I contemplate the 
varying  possibilities that the mode of my demise may 
take. As someone once said, Death is not to be feared, 

only, sometimes, the manner of it. Let’s consider     
separately these two components of death. 
  
The State 

 

Many people fear death. Not just the mode, the state. To 
alleviate these fears they adopt various tactics. These 
range from never saying the dreaded D word, instead 
replacing it with silly euphemisms like passed on and 

passed away, to belief in the promises of one of the  
irrational faith religions of a post-death eternal life for 
the faithful. These promises range from being reunited 
with loved ones in heaven to, in the most chauvinistic of 
them all, 70 dark eyed young virgins awaiting the 
young men who are deluded enough to blow          
themselves, and any innocent bystanders, to          
smithereens in the cause of their religion. 
  
Unfortunately, each of these religions is mutually     
exclusive. Each one is the only right one and every 
other one is wrong. So you have to be careful which one 
you choose! And it’s nearly always the one into which 
you were indoctrinated as a child (which just           
demonstrates the power of childhood indoctrination). 
  
As a child I was thoroughly indoctrinated with          
fundamentalist Baptist beliefs. So I believed that if I 
said I was sorry to Jesus for my heinous juvenile sins I 
would go to heaven and avoid hell. But in my young 
mind this was only the lesser of two evils. Thoughts of 

eternal life - living for millions 
and billions and trillions and 
squillians of years and still  being 
no nearer to the end which   
doesn’t exist - even in heaven 
(which I really didn’t find      
attractive anyway) filled me with 
terror – yes, terror. Immortality? 
A fate worse than death! 
  
I now know that accepting by 
faith the teachings of any of these 

faith religions is highly irrational. This is so because 
none of their beliefs can be tested. There is no hard  
evidence to test, for example, the belief in eternal life, 
that the world was made in six days 6000 years ago, the 
virgin birth or that Jesus fed a multitude with a few  
sardines and a couple of bread rolls. These things must 
be accepted by faith despite our ever-increasing factual 
scientific knowledge about the nature of the world (its 
biology, geology, evolutionary processes etc) against 
which these religious myths are totally irreconcilable. 
When eventually I came to this realisation I felt        
liberated – totally liberated. 
  
So there is nothing to fear in death. Because death is 
nothingness. No continuing ego, no soul living on, no             
consciousness, just nothing. And what is there to fear 
about nothing? Precisely nothing! Let me quote Phillip 
Adams: “How can we fear something that we know so 
well? For we’ve been dead already. . . we’ve all been 
dead for billions of years. If you want to know what 
death’s like, just think back a few years to before you       
 

(Continued on page 10) 

“So there is nothing to fear in death. 

Because death is nothingness. No 

continuing ego, no soul living on, no 

consciousness, just nothing. And 

what is there to fear about nothing? 

Precisely nothing! “ 
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were born. Death’s exactly the same thing.” (Adams vs 

God – The Rematch   MUP 2007 p161f) 
 
The Mode 

 

While death is not to be feared, the manner of it is a 
different matter. Consider the following scenarios. 
  
Scenario 0ne: My wife and I regularly visit an elderly 
relative in a nursing home. It is a good home with     
excellent facilities and, by and large, caring and      
competent staff. Despite this, whenever I’m there I 
can’t help but think of it as a mausoleum for the living 
dead. I pass a certain room and glance in. As usual, an 
elderly lady lies in her bed, eyes closed, mouth open, 
doing nothing, no interaction with the rest of the world. 
And it’s the same every time I go past that room. Alive? 
Well, I suppose so but, then again, it all depends on 
your definition of that word. 
  
Scenario Two: A family member is on the threshold of 
death. We are called to the hospital. With other family     
members we stand around the bed. He is attached to a 
machine. The only sign of ‘life’ is the slight up and 
down movement of his chest. This is done for him by 
the machine. We are informed that he is brain dead and 
only being kept ‘alive’ by the machine. Do we want it 
switched off? Yes. It is switched off. There is a quiet 
expulsion of breath and it’s all over. Kept ‘alive’ by a 
machine? Again, it depends on your definition of the 
word. 
  
Scenario Three: A relative in her 50s and in apparent 
good health is struck down with a catastrophic stroke. 
Totally paralysed she lies in her hospital bed for several 
months before she dies. Unable to do anything for    
herself, unable to communicate, artificially fed,        
suffering the indignity of no control of bowel or      
bladder. But alive. And conscious. How do we know? 
Because every time she is visited by family, tears trickle 
down her cheeks. 
  
Others may prefer these or other similar scenarios to 
being dead. But not me. I would rather be dead.        
Because there is nothing to fear in death. It is here that I 
take strong exception – very strong and angry exception 
– to those interfering, sanctimonious right-to-life people 
who tell me I have no right to put an end to my life if I 
am faced with some painful, lingering death. They say I 
can’t do this because life is sacred. What do they mean 
by this? 
  
The notion comes from (where else?) the Bible. Genesis 
2:7 says, “...the Lord God formed man of dust from the 
ground, and breathed into his nostrils the breath of life;  

 
and man became a living being.” This is ancient,   
mythical nonsense coming from the same context as the 
universe being created in six days. It implies that “life” 
is some nebulous substance reposited with God and   
implanted into humans to make them alive. This divine 
substance is therefore sacred and not for humans to 
meddle with. But there is no such thing as life in the 
same sense as there is a substance called blood without 
which we cannot live. But there are living plants,      
animals and humans and it is they who count, not life as 
some separate entity. 
  
Furthermore, my life is MY life. It belongs to me, and 
nobody else. Not to someone who is opposed to        
voluntary euthanasia, not even to a non-existent God. I 
had no say about my entry into this world, I do expect a 
say about my exit, if that is at all possible. If other    
people choose to be kept ‘alive’ with tubes stuck up 
every orifice that is their business. I extend to them the 
courtesy of acknowledging that this is their right. I    
simply ask that they butt out of my life and extend the 
same courtesy to me. Is that too much to ask? 
  
There are three other things I can’t understand about 
these “life is sacred” people. (1) If a dog is suffering in 
the terminal stages of life it is considered a “kindness” 
to help it peacefully on its way. Are humans of less 
value than dogs? (2) “You can’t play God,” they say to 
those who espouse voluntary euthanasia. When it is  
evident that a person is on the threshold of death but is 
being kept ‘alive’ artificially, who, may I ask, is playing 
God then? (3) Christians believe in a blissful life after 
death in which “...death shall be no more, neither shall 
there be mourning nor crying nor pain any more, for the 
former things have passed away.” (Revelation 21:4) yet, 
perversely, they seem anxious to delay the “passing 
over” from this life of suffering to that suffering-free 
life of eternal bliss! 
 
 

 * 
 

Casting off ancient, irrational religious myths, of    
whatever variety, is wonderfully liberating. One then       
appreciates fully that our present existence is not a    
rehearsal – it is the only one we will ever have and 
every moment of is to be cherished. As Phillip Adams 
said, “...an awareness of our individual mortality is a 
great aphrodisiac for living.” (op. cit. p292) 
 

���������� 

 

 

 

 

(Continued from page 9) 
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RELIGION IN STATE SCHOOLS  
 

This letter is just one example of numerous received by the  

Atheist Foundation of Australia 
 

2nd November, 07 
 

I am writing to the Atheist Foundation of Australia Inc as an atheist who has two young daughters who attend the 
local state primary school.  Under NSW government policy the school is not allowed to provide any alternative to 
Special Religious Education classes (SRE) provided by the Uniting Church and the Baha’i on Friday                      
afternoons.  The policy reads:  

 

“Schools are to provide appropriate care and supervision at school for students not attending SRE. This may 
involve students in other activities such as completing homework, reading and private study. These activities 
should neither compete with SRE nor be alternative lessons in the subjects within the curriculum or other    
areas, such as, ethics, values, civics or general religious education. When insufficient teachers or                  
accommodation are available, the school's policy on minimal supervision will operate.” 

 

I find this policy incredibly offensive.  If other parents want their kids to be indoctrinated in religion at school that’s 
their business but I don’t see why it should prevent my children from continuing to get an education during this 
time.  As a result of this policy my children have chosen to attend the Uniting Church and Baha’i classes because the 
alternative of just sitting in a classroom doing nothing is so boring and because the Christians give out lollies.   
 

I would like to run classes on Atheism as an alternative and a lot of parents at the school would support this - do you 
know if there has been any attempt to get Atheism approved as a religion for the purpose of this policy? 
 

Thanks  
Peter 

Parent anger at religious 'advice' 
The Advertiser - Adelaide  29 October 2007        

XANTHE KLEINIG, EDUCATION REPORTER 

UNIFORMED police distributed Church of Scientology 
propaganda at Whyalla High School, contrary to   
guidelines for religious education. 
 

A team of police officers visiting the school showed 
classes a DVD on living a moral life and distributed a 
booklet entitled “Whyalla High School presents the 
way to happiness, a common-sense guide for better  
living”, written by Scientology founder L. Ron        
Hubbard. 
 

One outraged parent who did not wish to be named said 
she had explicitly told the school her children were not 
to be given religious instruction. 
 

She said it was worrying members of the police force, 
in uniform, were endorsing the writings of a “cult 
leader” in their visit to the school. 
 

Other parents believed the booklet had come from the   
Education Department, she said, because of its cover     

reference to Whyalla High School. 
 

But the contents were the same as that written by     
Scientology founder L. Ron Hubbard and featured on a 
website linked to Scientology, she said. 
 

Education Department district director David Craig 
confirmed the situation and said neighbouring schools 
would be informed to ensure it did not recur. 
 

“While staff at the school checked the contents of the 
book, it was only after the seminar they realised it was 
written by L. Ron Hubbard.” He said the booklet did 
not contain religious information and the officers did 
not speak about the book during the session. “The 
school will write to parents to inform them of its      
distribution,” he said. The sole indicator the book was 
related to Scientology, he said, was the author's name 
written in small print in the copyright section. Police 
Assistant Commissioner Graeme Barton confirmed that 
two officers had visited the school to give lectures on 
bullying and that the claims of religious instruction 
would be investigated. 

 

Response from AFA can be seen on Page 17  

Letters to the Papers .  
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Bullshitting 
about  
Atheism  
 

by CHRISTOPHER HITCHENS 
 

IIII    n the introduction to his excellent book On Truth, 
Professor Harry G. Frankfurt of Princeton’s            
philosophy department gives a handy summary of his 
earlier best seller, usefully titled On Bullshit. We have 
long needed a working definition of this everyday 
term — a definition that goes further than a mere 
synonym for nonsense or pretentious nonsense, and I 
believe that Frankfurt has cut to the core of the matter: 

 
Bullshitters, although they represent themselves 
as being engaged simply in conveying          
information, are not engaged in that enterprise 
at all. Instead, and most essentially, they are 
fakers and phonies who are attempting by what 
they say to manipulate the opinions of those to 
whom they speak. What they care about        
primarily, therefore, is whether what they say is 
effective in accomplishing this manipulation. 
Correspondingly, they are more or less         
indifferent to whether what they say is true or 
whether it is false. 

 
If I wanted an example of this process at 
work, I would unhesitatingly select the 
new fad for denominating secularists and 
atheists as “fundamentalists.” As a     
time-wasting tactic and a diversion from 
the real argument, it has all of bullshit’s 
hallmarks. Its appeal to pseudo-clever 
people is immediate, because it sounds 
original. And it appears to offer a tu    

quoque (“you, too”) to those who have 
identified religious fundamentalism as the 
enemy. 
  
Here is a man named Colin Slee, who is 
Dean of Southwark Cathedral in          
London, rolling out the new line: 
“Atheists like the Richard Dawkinses of 
this world are just as fundamentalist as the 
people setting off bombs on the tube, the 
hard-line settlers on the West Bank, and the anti-gay 
bigots of the Church of England. Most of them would 
regard each other as destined to fry in hell.” 
 
This, of course, doesn’t even rise to the level of an 

argument — it is precisely the fundamentalists, and 
only the fundamentalists, who argue for the             
supernatural or who threaten to punish the dead. And 
Professor Dawkins — who is owed an apology by the 
dean (not that he wants one) — has never threatened 
anyone with violence in his life. But “softer” versions 
of the same sinister drivel are on offer, such as those 
from the quick-change philosopher John Gray, who 
says silkily that “when they dissect arguments for the 
existence of God, atheists parody the rationalistic   
theologies of western Christianity.” You see? One 
group says there is a God and that he (and his human 
interpreters and intermediaries) must be obeyed on 
pain of death. Another group reads Aquinas and 
Augustine and says that humanity would be better off 
if it emancipated itself from such primitive man-made 
superstitions. No difference, really; I can’t tell the two 
sides apart. 
  
A philosopher who really can’t see the distinction 
might want to seek work in another field, but just   
recently Gray has referred to “secular                       
fundamentalists” such as Richard Dawkins and       
myself; and the normally excellent commentator 
Timothy Garton Ash has criticized Aayan Hirsi Ali’s 
book, Infidel, for its “free-speech fundamentalism.” 
This is a very obvious attempt to suggest a moral 
equivalence between those who make threats in the 
name of God and those who say that such threats are 
(1) wrong in and of themselves and (2) nullified     
because there is no God to begin with. The word    
fundamentalist originated among Christians who    
believed in the literal truth of the Bible: it’s a stretch 
to define as no less a “fundamentalist” someone who 

denies literal truth to any human-made text, but that’s 
what the tactic requires. This is perfect for many 
“moderate” commentators, who now have a        

(Continued on page 13) 
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recently Gray has referred to “secular                       

ready-made story to write. On the one hand, the forces 
of faith; on the other hand, Dawkins, Harris, Dennett, 
and (sometimes) Hitchens — each of them just as  
dogmatic in his own way. What could be more fair 
and reasonable? 
  
All you need is to ignore the difference between  
someone who believes in, say, heaven and hell and 
someone who doesn’t. The first has a lot of work to do 
by way of providing anything that even looks like  
evidence. The second rests his case on the extreme 
improbability of any such evidence being adduced. 
Are these positions really describable as morally or 
intellectually equivalent? Or take the case of someone 
who believes in punishment for blasphemy or in prior 
restraint on those who might commit it. Is this the 
same dogma as the argument that says that religion, 
since it makes such huge claims, must expect to have 
them submitted to rigorous questioning? If I was asked 
“Is nothing sacred?” I suppose that in some moods I 
might reply: “Some things are — freedom of speech 
and expression.” But this borrowing of the word     
sacred doesn’t mean that I condemn those who       
disagree with me to death or prison in the present or to 
eternal fire in the future. In other words, my view is 
very strongly held, but there is nothing    
“fundamentalist” about it. The faithful believe that 
certain truths have been “revealed.” The sceptics and 
secularists believe that truth is only to be sought by 
free inquiry and trial and error. Only one of those   
positions is dogmatic. 
  
I think that otherwise-intelligent men like Gray and 
Garton Ash would be slightly embarrassed if they 
knew the ancestry of this latest red-herring nonissue of 
theirs. In the 1980s, Pat Robertson began a campaign 
to have “secular humanism” defined as a religion. This 
was not just his pathetic attempt to be ironic. It was so 
that “secular humanist” precepts could be banned from 
being taught in schools. A nice try from the           
Jew-baiting TV tin-rattler who claims to be able to 
change the course of hurricanes by prayer.  It didn’t 
work, of course. But the faithful never give up, and 
soon they were back in business under the banner of 
“intelligent design.” If they can’t get scientific inquiry 
defined as a religion, perhaps they can get creationism 
defined as a science. High marks for dogmatic        
persistence, anyway. The new effort to describe the 
enemies of fundamentalism as fundamentalists is   
indebted to this Robertson-Falwell scam. It is intended 
to muddy rather than clear the waters and should be 
shunned by all serious participants in the argument. 
 

Copyright ©2007 by the Council for Secular Humanism (CSH).           
This article originally appeared in Free Inquiry magazine, volume 27,  
number 4 (June/July 2007), published by the CSH in Amherst, New York. 

(Continued from page 12) 
 

 

 

 

Christopher Hitchens 
 

TTTT    he mildest criticism of religion is also the most 
radical and the most devastating one. Religion is 
man-made. Even the men who made it cannot agree 
on what their prophets or redeemers or gurus      

actually said or did. 

 

TTTT    he Aztecs had to tear open a human chest    
cavity every day just to make sure that the sun 
would rise. Monotheists are supposed to pester their 

deity more times than that, perhaps, lest he be deaf. 

 

EEEE    thics do not require that lies be told to children 
by evil old men. 
 
 

IIII     am not even an atheist so much as I am an   
antitheist; I not only maintain that all religions are 
versions of the same untruth, but I hold that the  
influence of churches, and the effect of religious 
belief is positively harmful. Reviewing the false 
claims of religion, I do not wish, as some            
sentimental materialists affect to wish, that they 
were true. I do not envy believers their faith. I am 
relieved to think that the whole story is a sinister 
fairy tale; life would be miserable if what the   
faithful affirmed was actually the case.  
 
 

IIII    t’s not what you think, it’s how you think that’s 
important  
 

���������� 
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RELIGION AND THE ELECTION 

Over six million people declared no religious affiliation or did not answer the question concerning religion in 
the 2006 Census. It would be no exaggeration to suggest that millions of voters are, to say the least, uneasy 

about aspiring parliamentarians prostituting their wares in the beds of various denominations.  

Australia is subject to the same real problems besetting humanity and the biosphere as the rest of the world. A 
large proportion of those dilemmas have their basis in the main ‘faiths’ which dangerously believe humans are 

protected by ‘providence’ and are a special species originated by a god. 

With no evidence for such lavish claims, anymore than there is for fairies, some politicians still pander to the 
wild imaginations of those who base their reasoning on childhood indoctrination by one of the numerous     

religions. Many of our leaders have also succumbed to such fanciful methods.  

President of the Atheist Foundation of Australia Inc, David Nicholls said; “The predicaments faced by the 
planet which are bringing us ever closer to extinction are not going to be solved by imaginary beings and 
realms. Now, as never before, politicians, who place reliance on supernatural concepts in decision-making, 

should be shunned like the plague.” 

Social Issues Survey Results 
Dear Voter, 

On the 7th of April this year, a survey was sent to all members of Federal   

Parliament to canvas their views on seven social issues important to the   

Australian people.  The questions merely require a response of: 

agree – disagree or no comment 
The topics under scrutiny are: Voluntary Euthanasia, same sex equality,  

abortion, “intelligent design”, sex education, religion in schools, and          

separation of  church and state. 

Responses by those politicians not concealing religious ‘beliefs’, which can 

cause them not to vote on your behalf, can be viewed at: 

www.atheistfoundation.org.au/survey.htm 
����---Cut this out---place on fridge and check the integrity of 

politicians you will be voting for, prior to the next election. 

It is youryouryouryour right to know – theirtheirtheirtheir    obligation 

to the electorate to be transparent and honest.  
  

Advertisement placed in  

The Australian  
on Wednesday 7 November, 2007 
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Hitler and Religion                   By Michael Riley 
TTTT    he claim often made by Christians that Hitler headed a Godless society simply isn't true. Rudolf Hess, Hitler's  second 
in command, was taken prisoner in 1941. His wife wrote to him regularly for the rest of his life. In every letter she said that 
she prayed constantly for his release and return. 
 

I have tapes showing the Nazi Party celebrating Christmas before the war and publicly donating presents to children. Hitler 
entered into an alliance (The Axis) with Mussolini's Italy and Hirohito’s Japan.  Although Spain was not part of The Axis, 
Generalísimo Francisco Franco's Spanish State gave moral, economic, and military assistance to the Axis powers, while 
nominally maintaining neutrality. Franco described Spain as a “nonbelligerent” member of the Axis and signed the        
Anti-Comintern Pact of 1941 with Hitler and Mussolini.1 Italy and Spain sent divisions to the Eastern Front and fought     
defending the concentration camps in their rear. 
 

When Hitler ordered Albert Speer, the architect, to design a new Berlin, the model Speer created (complete with Hitler's   
approval) included a cathedral. 
 

Hitler spent the last weeks of the war in a Berlin bunker along with his wife Eva Braun, a valet, a secretary, Dr Goebbels,  
his wife and children and others. According to eyewitnesses, one subject raised by Mrs Goebbels during discussions was 
“Where do Jews go when they die, since they couldn't possibly go to Heaven?” Hardly a subject to be discussed by the  
Godless. 
 

The last words muttered by Mrs Goebbels before poisoning her children and committing suicide were “God will understand 
and forgive me.” 
  

Rudolf Hess, commandant of Auschwitz, was raised a Catholic and originally intended to become a priest.  However, on the 
death of his father, he came under the influence of his uncle and entered the military. His two sisters became nuns. 
  

It is interesting that Marshal Tito of Yugoslavia was excommunicated for being a communist but Fascists and Nazis remained 
untouched. 

–––––– 
1.Source Wikipedia  http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/The_Axis#The_case_of_Spain  

NEWS  
A federal jury in Baltimore, Maryland, Wednesday awarded US$10.9 million to a father of a Marine whose funeral was 
picketed by members of a fundamentalist church carrying signs blaming soldiers' deaths on America's tolerance of   
homosexuals.  
 

The family of Lance Cpl. Matthew Snyder who was killed in a vehicle accident in Iraq's Anbar province in 2006, sued 
the Westboro Baptist Church in Topeka, Kansas, and its leaders for defamation, invasion of privacy and intentional   
infliction of emotional distress. 
 

Church members showed up at Snyder's funeral chanting derogatory slogans and holding picket signs. Lawyers for the 
church members argued Matthew Snyder's funeral was public and the First Amendment protects all points of view, 
even offensive ones. 
 

Church founder Fred Phelps said the church would appeal the decision, adding it would “take about five minutes to   
reverse that thing.” “This will elevate me to something important,” Phelps told reporters. “This was an act of futility.” 
 

Later, Phelps said the case was about “putting a preacher on trial for what he preaches.” “All it was, was a protestation 
by the government of the United States against the word of God. They don't want me preaching that God is punishing 
the country by killing their servicemen. 
 

Before launching their protests at the funerals of American troops killed in Iraq and Afghanistan, they routinely       
picketed the funerals of gay people and those who died of AIDS. Phelps and his followers also picketed the February 
2006 funeral of Coretta Scott King, widow of slain civil rights leader Martin Luther King Jr., because of her support for 
gay rights. 
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A  man is stumbling through the woods totally drunk when he comes upon a preacher      
baptising people in the river. He proceeds to walk into the water and subsequently bumps into 

the preacher. The preacher turns around and is almost overcome by the smell of alcohol, 

whereupon he asks the drunk, “Are you ready to find Jesus?” The drunk answers, “Yes, I 

am.”  

 

So the preacher grabs him and dunks him in the water, then pulls him up and asks the drunk, 

“Brother, have you found Jesus?”  

 

The drunk replies “No, I haven't found Jesus.”  

The preacher shocked at the answer, dunks him into the water again for a little longer this 

time. 

 

He again pulls him out of the water and asks again, “Have you found Jesus, my brother?”  

The drunk again answers, “No, I haven't found Jesus.”  

 

By this time the preacher is at his wits end and dunks the man in water again, but this time 

holds him down for about 30 seconds and when he begins kicking his arms and legs he pulls him 

up. The preacher again asks the drunk, “For the love of God, have you found Jesus?”  

 

The drunk wipes his eyes and catches his breath and says to the preacher, “Are you sure this 

is where he fell in?” 
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Adelaide Advertiser  -  30 October, 07 

T he case of uninvited religion intruding into 
the Whyalla High School (The Advertiser 29/10) 
is no surprise to the Atheist Foundation of        

Australia Inc. 
 
Since the implementation of the Chaplaincy     
programs in state schools, now known as Pastoral 
Support Workers in an effort to hide their real role 
as Christian proselytisers, the litany of complaints 
has been growing. 
 
The wishes of parents of children with no religion 
or other religions have been scandalously       
overridden by this insidious push to indoctrinate 
the most vulnerable in society.  Even religious   
students are exposed to the concepts of            
fundamentalist Christianity, as that narrow view is 
held by the bulk of  Chaplains. 
 
It is high time governments supported the         
democratic safety valve of keeping church and 
state separate by cancelling all chaplaincy         
programs and initiating a scheme where           
accredited counsellors do the job.  The so-called 
regulations intended to limit chaplains personal 
beliefs leaking into the minds of students are not 
working.  The only way to control zealotry is to 
keep it completely out of State Schools. 
 
David Nicholls 
President 
Atheist Foundation of Australia Inc 

Adelaide Advertiser  -  1 November, 07 

G eorge Pell (The Advertiser 30/10) put forward a 
sweeping statement that is open to serious challenge. The 
claim that religion is a help to democracy is patently 
wrong.  Christianity had 1700 years to introduce  democracy 
but did not.  The basis for our now accepted political system 
is humanistic principles.  The American Declaration of   
Independence, the harbinger of democracy throughout the 
Western world, was vehemently opposed by the Church. 
 

Since then, religion has been at the forefront of  interference 
in government, forever attempting to regain the absolute 
power once possessed. 
 

One need only look at the influence of Christianity in        
developing nations to witness its socially corrupting and life 
threatening influence. The millions of people dying of HIV/
AIDS who are denied condoms; the many thousands of   
orphans as one result; women forced to have unwanted     
children or dying at the rate of one every 5 minutes of 
botched illegal abortions because of the Vatican's             
compassionless stand. 
 

Pell would apply the same rules here, given the 
chance.   Democracy survives, not because of religion, but 
despite it. 
 

David Nicholls 
President 
Atheist Foundation of Australia Inc 

To the Sunday Age Melbourne 

T hanks for the illuminating portrait [Sunday Age: 28 October 2007] of Federal Liberal candidate Pastor Peter Curtis, 
who reckons homosexuality is a perversion. The worthy pastor also believes the entire universe, right down to the   
smallest particle, was designed and created and is maintained in functioning order by an invisible superman in the sky. 
A wondrous creature who also designed and built Peter, and cares passionately what he and every other human on the 
planet thinks, hopes, fears, wears, does - and who he does it with! 
 

It's worrying that Curtis doesn't 'agree' with homosexuality. That means he thinks his god made a mistake by creating 
gays. Now, the bible tells us that particular god has been known to destroy an entire city because someone didn't agree 
with him. It makes me fear the pastor's criticism of his god may be the cause of the present drought! 
 

And when louts use his ill-informed diatribe as an excuse to terrorise school kids or bash an innocent young man to 
death, will he feel proud? Does he expect his god to give him ten ticks? 
 

Curtis makes statements about health and happiness with no supporting evidence; therefore they should be dismissed 
without evidence. His appeal to everyone to vote for him and his delusions might be amusing - if the two prime        
ministerial contenders and their cohorts didn't believe in the same invisible superman! 
 

How fragile is Australia's secular democracy. We must be very, very careful who we vote for. 
 

Peter Rigby Taylor 
Public Relations Team [QLD] 
Atheist Foundation of Australia Inc 
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SPEECH FOR THE 
EXHIBITION’S   
OFFICIAL      
OPENING. 

  
Welcome 
 
There’s no doubt about it – Art shapes life.  Kings, 
popes, dictators and other rulers have always been   
patrons of the arts, because the best artists produce 
the best propaganda. Splendid colonial architecture 
awed the natives and impressed enemies. Statues 
made ordinary men look like demigods. Great      
music uplifts the spirit and lends grandeur to royal 
occasions. And temples decorated with acres of 
stained glass and frescoes depicting religious 
myths, have convinced even the most sceptical 
that god must be real – keeping Christianity in 
power well beyond its use-by date. 
 
Thinking people hoped the invention of the     
camera would be an antidote to such propaganda 
by presenting reality instead of supernatural     
fantasies. Sadly, the camera is an even better liar 
than the paint brush, and today most people’s 

opinions are formed by television programmers. Meanwhile Greenland’s ice melts, seas rise, weather patterns 
change, and life teeters on the brink because humans have forgotten we’re just a mammalian sub-species, living in a 
natural world on which we depend for survival! 

 
Much of the blame for this attitude must lie with religious leaders who vehemently assert that humans are not mere 
animals! We are the apex of god’s creation so there can never be too many of us, and he takes a personal interest in 
every one, worrying about what we’re thinking and wearing; whether we masturbate; how we do our hair; the sex of 
the person we love; and whether we grovel in unquestioning, ritualised worship while intoning suitably humble 
prayers. 

 
To prevent thinking people from questioning this absurdity, religious chiefs extol the virtues of faith, and spread the 
lie that atheists and other unbelievers are miserable, hedonistic, materialistic anarchists, devoid of principles, lacking 
moral fibre, destroyers of family, society, and humanity. And this vilification continues today, often making life  
difficult for those not prepared to conceal their disbelief! 

 
It’s worth noting that anyone who dared to vilify religious believers like this could be prosecuted! But atheists, it 
seems, deserve neither respect nor protection. They are contemptible, the lowest form of humanity – if they are in 
fact human! It’s not yet as dangerous to be an unbeliever in Australia as in the United States, but all religions are 
working on it. Therefore it is brave of Grant Johnston to mount this exhibition, and equally brave and praiseworthy 
of the sitters to allow their portraits to be hung. 

 
If we don’t want our children to be taught that creationism is a valid alternative to evolution; if we want the right to 

(Continued on page 19) 
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plan our families; if we dislike the idea of being stoned to death for rejecting religion or cheating on our spouses; if 
we want children to grow up able to think for themselves; and if we want the right to choose what to wear; then 
we’d better do something to stop the slide towards theocratic rule. The voice of reason must be louder than the    
diatribes of dogma. Freethinkers must ask questions and insist on rational answers – not merely “it’s in the holy 
book.” The claims of religions must be examined and tested by disinterested parties.  Rationalist, Freethought and 
atheist societies that once thrived in our towns and cities should be revived, and we should demand that the media 
comment objectively on the increasingly blatant attempts by religious leaders to influence politics. 

 
Multiculturalism seems a noble concept, until you realise that cultures are, for the most part, embedded in religion. 
If you accept the culture, then you must accept the religion, even if it involves demeaning women, enforcing      
dress-codes, or sexually mutilating young girls and boys. You see, Cultures do not respect  individuals; they demand 
conformity, and persecute those who dare to differ. 

 
Pluralism, on the other hand, respects individuals.  Pluralism doesn’t deny any culture the right to exist, it merely 
insists that membership is voluntary! Pluralism permits everyone to think and act how they please, as long as they 
grant everyone else the same right. I have no problem with adults believing whatever religious notions they like – as 
long as they don’t indoctrinate children, and allow me the right to disbelieve their twaddle. 

 
That’s why this exhibition is important. It’s a step towards encouraging free-thinkers to assert their right to not    
believe, to ask questions, and demand reasonable answers. 

 
As the entire world knows, Australia and the U.S.A. are reluctant to address the problem of climate change. This has 
a lot to do with religion. Many members of parliament reckon they believe in an all-seeing, all-knowing,               
all-powerful superman in the sky, who created Earth as a sort of ‘pre-school’ where we, his most precious creations, 
can learn how to please him. It’s what comes after death that’s the real thing – eternal life! Therefore, it doesn’t 

matter what happens to this planet – it’s just a temporary stopover on our way to eternal bliss in the theme-park of 
our choice somewhere out in space. Or, if we displease our loving lord, an eternity of torment. 

 
Over the last decade in Australia, billions of tax-dollars, along with many of the social services previously run by 
governments, have been given to religious organisations to profit from, and run as they please. 

 
Vast sums of money have been taken from our taxes and used to maintain religious schools that are now better 
equipped than State schools. 

 
Enterprises owned and operated by religions compete unfairly with private enterprise, because they pay no tax on 
annual profits which, in recent years have amounted to eight billion dollars for the Catholics, and two  billion dollars 
each for Anglicans and Uniting churches. And all other religions are doing their best to catch up. 

 
To gain votes, members of parliament from the prime minister down, flirt with bizarre cults such as the Exclusive 
Brethren who believe they will soon be snatched up bodily to heaven; or the gang that are convinced an invisible 
Jesus returned to earth in 1917 and now rules the world together with nine Jehovah’s Witness elders! 

 
To add insult to injury, instead of questioning the sanity of people who believe such nonsense, our politicians accord 
them more respect than citizens who ask for proof of their mad assertions! 

 
To be an atheist [which has no meaning other than disbelief in gods] is to be free mentally and physically. Our 
minds are not tortured by the effort of believing the unbelievable. We don’t live in fear of offending a jealous god 
and being consigned to an eternity of torment. Our sex lives are devoid of god-inspired guilt, and we can rejoice in 
the knowledge that we are naturally evolved mammals, as much a part of nature as kangaroos.  Paradoxically,     
perhaps, the certainty that this is the one and only life we’re going to get, makes life infinitely precious. It            
encourages us to make the most of every moment, to live the best life we can while doing the least harm to other 
life, and to grow old without regrets, or fear of death. 

 

(Continued from page 18) 
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But what chance have today’s kids of       
enjoying such freedom when they grow up? 
Every school in the land will soon have     
fundamentalist Christian chaplains instead of 
properly trained guidance counsellors!   
Good-bye rational enquiry and innocent fun! 
Hello ignorance, guilt and fear! 

 
Young children have blotting-paper brains 
that soak up zillions of facts, ideas and  
methods of thinking. If they're taught that the 
‘god myths’ are true – despite a total lack of 
evidence, the result is a ‘dead spot’ in their reasoning abilities. From then on, any statement, no matter how          
ridiculous, will be accepted as long as it is associated with the word ‘god’. They’ll believe in a god of love, even 
though he sends pandemics and refuses an abortion to a raped twelve-year-old girl. They’ll believe in a god of peace, 
despite his priests blessing tanks, warships, bombers, and sending chaplains to bless soldiers whose job it is to kill 
and maim. 

 
This brainwashing doesn’t stop when kids leave school. Religious beliefs are reinforced when governments support 
religion’s claims to the ownership of marriage, death, openings of parliament, school assemblies and memorial     
services, and consult religious leaders on policy. Perverting a child’s natural reasoning powers by indoctrination with 
supernatural nonsense is child abuse. If religions are so certain they are right, why don’t they wait till the child is   
mature? Is it  because they know that rational adults dismiss their tales as the products of deranged minds! 

 
Instead of being taught unquestioning faith, our children should study philosophy and compare the claims of the 
thousands of religions that have clogged human brains for millennia. Most importantly, they should be taught that 
claims made without evidence can be dismissed without evidence! 

 
Perhaps the most galling thing about religions is that they’ve hijacked morality. Despite their appalling history of 
intolerance, cruelty, torture and abuse, they continue to assert they are the source of all that’s good. But religions 
have no more claim to knowledge or practice of good and bad, right and wrong than any other power-hungry gangs. 
Modern Christianity has, belatedly and very reluctantly, borrowed some ethical jargon from liberal thinkers but they 
still have no real concept of fairness, decency, compassion or justice. If they had, they would not have demanded   
exemption from anti-discrimination laws! They would not consider women to be inferior to men. They would know 
that love takes many forms, and they wouldn’t be so obsessed with sex, claiming that sexual acts not aimed at       
producing a baby are perverted! 

 
The virtues of kindness, generosity, consideration, affection, honesty, hospitality, compassion, charity, humour,   
gentleness, equality, listening, egalitarianism, respect for the elderly, love of children, diligent respect for the land, 
plants and animals... all derive from necessity. They are logical behaviours if humans are to survive in a natural 
world that is indifferent to their needs. 

 
It seems many people have an innate need to believe in gods. That’s ok. Atheists have no wish to deny them that 
comfort. However, believers must accept that we have the right not to believe! And we must assert that right,       
because if unbelievers are fearful and closeted, religion will get stronger and more arrogant and even more insistent 
that their prejudices become law. If we hope to retain democracy [and the somewhat reduced personal freedoms   
remaining after the introduction of Anti-terrorist laws], then the total separation of religion and state is essential. 

 
 

 
“The individual has always had to struggle to keep from being overwhelmed by the tribe. To be your own man is 

hard business. If you try it, you will be lonely often, and sometimes frightened. But no price is too high to pay for the 

privilege of owning yourself.” 

 

 Rudyard Kipling - (1865-1936) 

(Continued from page 19) 
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JOHN ANDERSON: 
PHILOSOPHER  

 

By Ian Edwards 
 

 
“John Anderson was the 
most important, the most 
controversial and the most 
influential philosopher ever 
to have worked in         
Australia.” So wrote Dr 
Creagh Cole, the current 
John Anderson Senior  
Research Fellow at the 
University of Sydney, in 
the introduction to his   
edition of Space, Time and 

the Categories, Anderson’s 
1949-50 lectures on Alexander’s Space, Time and Deity. 

 
Anderson was born on November 1 at Stonehouse,  
Lanarkshire, Scotland. His parents were Alexander 
Anderson M.A. and his wife Elizabeth, neé Brown, both 
schoolteachers. His father’s socialist and anti-clerical 
convictions had a lasting influence on him. Like his 
older brother William, who became a professor of    
Philosophy in New Zealand, he was an outstanding  
student, first at Hamilton Academy and, from 1911, at 
the University of Glasgow where he obtained first class 
honours in mathematics and natural philosophy (what 
we would now call science) and later also in logic and 
moral philosophy. He edited the Glasgow University 

Magazine during the war years and wrote for it under 
the pseudonym of Jude, adopting the name of the     
protagonist of the Thomas Hardy novel that had 
shocked the Victorian establishment.  After graduation 
he lectured in philosophy at the University College of 
South Wales (1917-19) the University of Glasgow 
(1919-20) and the University of Edinburgh (1920-26). 
 
 His philosophy professor at Glasgow, Henry Jones, had 
been an Idealist but in 1917-18 he attended the Gifford 
lectures delivered at Glasgow by the Australian born 
philosopher, Samuel Alexander (later published as 
Space, Time and Deity). These lectures and the revolt 
against Idealism led by G.E. Moore and Bertrand    
Russell had a profound effect on Anderson. Other    
influences on his philosophy were the pragmatist     
William James who was the subject of his M.A. thesis, 
and the ancient Greek philosopher Heraclitus, of whom 
he had read in Greek Philosophy: Thales to Plato, by 

John Burnet, the professor of Greek at St Andrew’s 
University. By the time he arrived in Sydney to take up 
the post of Challis Professor of Philosophy in 1927 he 
had become a thoroughgoing Realist. For him there was 
only one way of being, existence in space and time, 
which ruled out the existence of any kind of              
supernatural being. 
 
In 1922 he had married Janet Baillie, a fellow student at 
both Hamilton Academy and the University of        
Glasgow. Their only child, Alexander (Sandy) was born 
in Scotland in 1923. When the family arrived in Sydney 
one of the first calls Anderson made was on the       
Communist Party of Australia to offer his services. His 
decision to apply for the post had probably been        
influenced by the fact that he had openly supported the 
General Strike in 1926 and this would not have helped 
his prospects of advancement in the generally           
conservative academic world of Scotland. He was later 
appointed as the CPA’s ‘theoretical adviser’.            
Disagreements with the party leadership led to a period 
as a Trotskyist and the revelations in 1937 of the    
Moscow trials led to his complete break with          
Communism. He later became bitterly anti-communist, 
even to the extent of refusing to support the campaign 
by members of the Freethought Society against the   
attempt of Prime Minister Menzies to outlaw the    
Communist Party in 1950. 
 
He had, however, already contributed a great deal to the 
cause of free thought at the University of Sydney. He 
saw himself as a modern Socrates, a gadfly to provoke 
people into looking critically at their lives and question 
the conventional values that they had been taught. This 
aroused a lot of hostility from some of his academic 
colleagues, the leaders of the churches in Sydney and 
some members of the state parliament. When some  
students in 1930 founded the Society for Free Thought 
(later to become The Freethought Society) Anderson 
became its first president. The basis of the Society, 
adopted in 1931, stated that  ‘This Society (a)           
recognises the primacy of science, holding that in every 
subject without exception knowledge is to be gained 
only by observation and experiment; (b) supports the 
widest possible extension of knowledge of all subjects; 
and (c) is therefore opposed to any form of censorship 
and restriction of inquiry’. In his first presidential     
address in 1931 he attacked ‘all political superstitions 
or idols’. This included an attack on war memorials 
which was reported in the press and provoked a fierce 
reaction from the Returned Soldiers and Sailors        
Imperial League of Australia and the Nationalist-
Country Party opposition in the NSW state parliament. 
The Country Party deputy leader, Colonel Bruxner 
called on the University Senate to take disciplinary    

 
 

(Continued on page 22) 
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action against Anderson, who defended his right to   
freedom of speech. Professor Todd raised the issue of 
Anderson’s persistent refusal to doff his hat and stand 
to attention when the national anthem (then God Save 
the King) was played on the carillon. The upshot of the 
proceedings before the Senate was that, while asserting 
Anderson’s right to academic freedom [the Senate] 
‘severely censures him, and requires him to abstain 
from such utterances in future’. 
 
In 1938, in a move which it was thought would act as a 
moderating influence on Anderson, Professor A.K. 
Stout was appointed as the head of the newly            
established department of Moral and Political           
Philosophy. As it turned out Anderson remained the 
dominant figure in Philosophy having more influence 
on Stout than Stout had on him.   His next major clash 
with authority was in 1943 when he was one of five 
speakers asked by the New Education Fellowship to 
give lectures on the subject of Religion in Education. 
Anderson opened his lecture by saying, “It would be 
possible to deal with this subject as briefly as with the 
subject of snakes in Iceland (sic) – 
one could say, “There is no religion 
in education”. Education is about  
inquiry. Religion is about the sacred, 
that which must not be inquired into. 
Christianity says that God made the 
world but the child’s question as to 
who made God is perfectly reasonable 
and has no answer. God is the final 
authority but his supposed demands 
are always mediated by a human  
authority and no evidence can be 
given to support these demands. Such 
teaching tends to make a child either credulous or   
cynical and does nothing to develop a scientific attitude 
that insists on seeing the evidence for anything he (or 
she) is asked to believe. Anderson goes on to say that 
“In my own view, the Christian ethic, as an ethic of  
renunciation and consolation, as holding out to the 
lowly on earth the expectation of ‘elevation’ in some 
unearthly sense, stands low in the scale of moralities, 
and I should also argue that the Christian emphasis on 
the individual and his salvation is inimical to a sound 
view on social affairs, to an understanding of the 
achievements of the human mind in science and art, 
which are essentially co-operative” 
 
The response of the orthodox was predictable. Purely 
on the basis of reports in the press the independent 
member for Mosman moved a motion of censure in the 
Legislative Assembly and moved that a copy should be 
sent to the Senate of the University of Sydney. Sir 
Henry Manning, who was also a member of the       
University Senate, made a similar move in the         

Legislative Council. The result was that many people 
and organisations came to Anderson’s defence and the 
Chancellor, Sir Charles Blackburn, on behalf of the 
Senate, wrote to the Legislative Assembly pointing out 
that the University was founded as a secular institution 
and that no action would be taken against Professor 
Anderson. 
 
Anderson’s last battle with authority was in response to 
an attack by the Anglican Archbishop of Sydney and 
Primate of Australia, Dr Gough, in a sermon to a    
gathering of lawyers in St Andrew’s cathedral. The  
sermon was mainly an attack on Communism but    
contained references to the subversive effects of the 
teaching of philosophy in Sydney. When the           
Vice-Chancellor, Professor Roberts, challenged Gough 
to produce evidence of his assertions he referred to a   
pamphlet ‘Empiricism and Freedom’, written by Dr 
Kinsella, a Macquarie St surgeon and Catholic layman. 
Anderson had been accused of advocating free love in 
his philosophy lectures. He denied that either he or any 
other lecturer in philosophy had done this and was   
supported in his denial by Stout and William O’Neil 
who was then Professor of Psychology at Sydney. 

 
Before coming to Australia,      
Anderson had written a book on logic 
but failed to get it published. This 
was a traumatic experience for him 
and probably helps to  account for the 
fact that, although he was a prolific 
writer, he never wrote another book. 
In 1962, a collection of his articles 
was published as Studies in Empirical 

Philosophy. Most of them had      
appeared in the Australian Journal of 

Philosophy and Psychology of which 
Anderson had been editor. He was also the president of 
the Literary Society to whom he gave talks on literature 
and aesthetics. Some of these talks, together with     
articles in various publications, were  published in 1982 
in a collection, Art & Reality, edited by Janet Anderson, 
Graham Cullum and Kimon Lycos. Five of these talks 
or articles are about James Joyce and his work,         
particularly Ulysses. Anderson and the Freethought   
Society campaigned strongly against censorship, the 
banning of books on the grounds of  alleged blasphemy, 
obscenity or sedition. 
 
In 1995 Brian Kennedy published a biography of 
Anderson, A Passion to Oppose: John Anderson,     

Philosopher, dedicated to Sandy Anderson, which was 
so well written that I think it unlikely that it will be  
superseded. Sandy gained first class honours in        
philosophy at Sydney University, went on to teach   
philosophy at Newcastle and on his death, in 1996, left 

(Continued from page 21) 
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a large sum of money to the University of Sydney to 
pay for the employment of a John Anderson Senior  
Research Fellow to promote the study of his father’s 
work.  This resulted in Dr Mark Weblin editing A     

Perilous and Fighting Life: From Communist to      

Conservative: the Political Writings of Professor John 

Anderson (2003) and Space-Time and the Proposition: 

The 1944 Lectures on Samuel Alexander’s Space, Time 

and Deity. 

 

Anderson had what we would now call charisma and 
his door was always open to any student who needed to 
talk to him. In S.A. Grave’s History of Australian    

Philosophy he is the only philosopher to have a whole 
chapter devoted to him. Anne Coombs in her book Sex 

and Anarchy: The Life and Death of the Sydney Push 

has recorded Anderson’s influence on a diverse group 
of bohemians who did much for the intellectual life of 
Sydney from approximately the 50s to the 70s of the 
twentieth century, although he would not have         
approved of some of their behaviour. 
 
Of the more than fifty of Anderson’s students who went 
on to academic careers, not necessarily in philosophy, 
probably the best known are John Mackie, who        
succeeded him in the chair when he  retired in 1958 and 
David Armstrong who succeeded Mackie. P.H.        
Partridge, J.A. Passmore and Eugene Kamenka, all of 
whom occupied chairs at the ANU had also been 
Anderson’s students. 
 
There is not enough space in a short article for a      
detailed exposition of his philosophy but this has been 
provided by A.J. (Jim) Baker, one of his students who 
later lectured in Philosophy at Sydney and was the 
foundation Professor of Philosophy at Waikato        
University in New Zealand, in his two books;      
Anderson’s Social Philosophy (1979) and Australian 

Realism: The Systematic Philosophy of John  Anderson 

(1986). 
 
Anderson died of cerebrovascular disease, at the age of 
68, in 1962. 
 
 
 

Ian Edwards studied Philosophy at the         
University of Sydney and was a student of John 
Anderson. Ian is a member of the Atheist    
Foundation of Australia .   
 
 

������������ 

(Continued from page 22) 
 

 

A new Humanist political voice. 

Separating religion from politics 
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A cademic freedom is once 
again under assault here in the 
United States, this time, thanks to—  
who else but followers of the      

invisible man in the sky! 
 

According to several articles in the 
Des Moines Register (Iowa) in late 
September, it all started when Steve 
Bitterman, 60, a college professor, 
said officials at Southwestern   
Community College sided with several students who threat-
ened legal action over his remarks in a western civilization 

class.  
 

“I'm just a little bit shocked myself that a college in good 
standing would back up students who insist that people 
who have been through college and have a master’s      
degree, a couple actually, have to teach that there were 
such things as talking snakes or lose their job.” I put the 
Hebrew religion on the same plane as any other religion. 
Their god wasn't given any more credibility than any other 
god,” Bitterman said. “I told them it was an extremely 
meaningful story, but you had to see it in a poetic,      
metaphoric or symbolic sense, that if you took it literally, 
that you were going to miss a whole lot of meaning 
there.”  Bitterman called the story of Adam and Eve a 
“fairy tale” in a conversation with a student after the class 

and was told the students had threatened to see an attorney. 

But students in the class, which was transmitted to a   
classroom in Osceola over the state fiber-optic network, 
say Bitterman also told them to question their religious 
beliefs and at one point in the heated debate told one of the      
Osceola students, Kristen Fry, to “pop a Prozac.” Fry said 
she left class in tears. “I talked to a lawyer and was told 
that what he was doing was illegal,” she said. “He was not 
allowed to be derogatory toward me for being a Christian. 

I told my adviser I would sue if I had to.” 
 

Remember, here in the USA we have so-called “hate 
crime” laws on the books.  These laws are supposed to 
enable the prosecution to add additional charges if the  
alleged crime was motivated by the victim’s being a   
member of a particular social class such as race,            
nationality, age, religious group, etc. Will an absurd       
application of this law in the state of Iowa actually allow 
Mr. Bitterman to be charged with a “hate crime” for   
pointing out the absurdity of the unreasoned iron-age    

beliefs held by some of his clueless students?  
 

If this case ever gets to court and the student(s) should 
somehow prevail, we might as well strike down the First 
Amendment to the US Constitution regarding freedom of 
speech.  If it ever becomes a crime to insult the infinite, 
blaspheme the beatified, denigrate a deity, goof on god, 

etc, we’re ALL in big trouble! 

 

I see that you Aussies will soon 
be having Parl iamentary         
elections.  You don't know how 
lucky you are to have a        
campaign cycle of about six 
weeks from the time elections 
w e r e  c a l l e d  b y  P M                 
Howard.   Here in the US, we are 
in about the fiftieth week of our 
election cycle (started the day 
after the November 2004      

elections) with about 53 weeks to go! Sure, we actually 
have an election day this year on 6 November, but it’s    

primarily just for local contests. 
 

As the campaign drags on, hundreds of millions of dollars 
are being spent by about 20 candidates seeking to be   
President.  This gives the religionists plenty of time to 
choose a candidate for the Republican side, and the       
Democrats time to fawn all over the same religionists   
trying to siphon off at least a few votes.  This year,      
however, the fundamentalist religious power brokers have 
been frustrated coming up with a suitable, like-minded 
ideologue.  Rudy Giuliani, former New York mayor, is 
leading the party’s national polls, but he is very far from 
the candidate the “family values” gang desires. Will they 
run a third party candidate if Rudy gets nominated? They 
have hinted at it, and if they do it will virtually assure a 
Democrat as president next November. We really don't 
want four more years of an anti-abortion, anti-evolution, 
pro-school-prayer Republican in the white House!  And, 

oh yes, then there’s that little matter of the Iraq war... 
 

Once again we have another scandal brewing in a major 
ministry; this time at Oral Roberts University in              
Oklahoma.  The 44-year-old Bible based college is run by 
Richard Roberts, son of the founder, Oral Roberts who is 
now 89 and semi-retired.  Richard has been accused of 
using college funds on all kinds of family projects         
including home remodeling (11 times in 14 years),        
expensive cars and trips for his wife and daughter, along 
with tens of thousands of dollars on clothes and whatever 

else struck their fancy. 
 

All this info came to light when a lawsuit was filed by 
three former professors who claim they were fired for 
blowing the whistle on the University’s illegal involvement 
in a local political race.  Of  course, the lawsuit had at least 
one “juicy tidbit” in it:  Richard’s wife, Lindsay, was accused 
of sending text messages on university-owned cell phones to 
“underage males.”  Hmm! I'm sure these messages were 
nothing more than today’s Bible verse.  What else could 

they possibly be?       
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CHRISTMYTH  
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When: Sunday 9th December 2007 
 

Time: 11am onwards 
 

BYO everything...chairs, lunch, drinks etc. 

 

Friends and family welcome. 
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