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14th – 21st November is
Inter Faith week. What will
your humanist group do to
reach out and improve
community relations
between people of faith
and those without a faith?
This month Humanistically
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topic of interfaith from a
variety of angles, including
the value of dialogue
groups.
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CONTENT DISCLAIMER
Our editorial team consists of
humanist volunteers. Articles are
written by them, or by our readers
and contributors, and published at
the discretion of the editorial
team. We strive to publish content
in line with humanist aims and
values but views expressed by
writers are their own and not
necessarily shared by any
associated Humanist groups or
Humanists UK.

David Brittain
Executive Editor

Dear reader,
By the time you get to read this, the media will no doubt be
buzzing with news about the COP26 gathering in Glasgow, and
whilst climate change is indeed a gigantic issue, your
Humanistically Speaking editors have decided to offer some
(relatively) light relief, bearing in mind that the 14th to the
21st November is Inter-Faith week.
Humanistically Speaking supports the interfaith agenda and
aims to play its part alongside all respectable religious faiths.
John Coss describes at page 8 the work done by Humanists in
Greater Manchester, whilst Humanist UK’s Interfaith Dialogue
officer, Jeremy Rodell, presents his own article at page 6. We
celebrate Interfaith Week with our first ever interview
with a religious leader – Rabbi Doctor Jonathan Romain – at
page 16. It turned out to be a fascinating reflection by
someone who defends unchanging traditions about kosher
slaughter and baby circumcision, whilst at the same time
adopting liberal social ideas – including assisted dying, ending
faith schools and legalising brothels. A ‘must watch’ for any
interested Humanist!
Aaron adds his own unique perspective about why we should
engage with Christians, whilst Paul Ewans and David Warden
cross swords over how far we should tolerate the opinions of
those whom we might find objectionable – even offensive.
Add to that our regular features – Maggie's Musings, Thought
for the Day, Dear Darwin, another recorded poem from Alex
Williams, plus of course our burgeoning letters pages, and you
have an outstanding Humanist digest for the month!
But we cannot let October pass without some reflections
about the brutal murder of Sir David Amess on the 15th
October. A devout Roman Catholic, Sir David could hardly be
described as a friend of Humanism, but it seems that on a
personal level he was a warm and popular human being. As
with Jo Cox MP, the attack on him was an attack on our whole
society and we must protect our elected representatives. But
we should also be wary of over-reacting by distancing elected
representatives from those who elect them.

David Brittain
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HUMANIST NEWS

Humanists take a
stand outside
Parliament
On 22nd October, Humanists attended a rally
outside Parliament in support of Baroness
Meacher’s Assisted Dying Bill which was
debated in the House of Lords. The bill
proposes to legalise assisted dying for
adults who have six or fewer months left to
live. Andrew Copson, Chief Executive of
Humanists UK, spoke at the rally. He said:
“Freedom of choice is at the heart of our
campaigns, and that is why we support
assisted dying for those who are terminally ill
and incurably suffering… While the current
Assisted Dying Bill before Parliament today
only focuses on the terminally ill and though I
and many others think it should go further to
meet the needs of the incurably suffering as
well as the terminally ill, it represents an
immensely powerful opportunity for change.
Full speech here

Andrew Copson
pays tribute to
David Amess MP
Conservative MP Sir David Amess died on
15th October after being stabbed multiple
times at his constituency surgery in Essex.
Andrew Copson, Chief Executive of
Humanists UK, tweeted: “Thoughts are with
Sir David ’s family and friends. Those who
dedicate themselves to public life should
be able to do so without fear of harm, as
we all should… I can say first-hand how
friendly, tolerant, and engaged he was with
those with whom he had a lot of very
significant policy disagreements. I’m sure
he was an even better friend and colleague.
Condolences to all those who loved him.”
A 25-year-old British citizen, Ali Harbi Ali,
who is understood to have extremist
Islamist beliefs, was arrested at the scene.

Humanistically Speaking is for humanist groups everywhere, but our readership is
growing and is fully open to non-humanists and persons of faith.
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HUMANIST NEWS

Humanist Advisor
at University
Many faiths together
Humanists in Bournemouth have teamed up
with representatives of Judaism, Buddhism,
Islam, and Christianity in order to visit schools
and model how people of different worldviews can have friendly and respectful
dialogue with each other. The project is called
‘Many Faiths Together’ and has been running
for a few years (apart from the enforced
pandemic break). Photos above, clockwise
from top left show Lynda (Judaism), Sali
(Buddhism), Sister Tama (Islam), and James
(Christianity).
Interfaith Week is 14th – 21st November. What
will you do? Click link for more information.
Inter Faith Week

David Warden, one of our editors, has joined
the Faith and Reflection Team at
Bournemouth University and Arts University
Bournemouth as a ‘humanist advisor’.
Formerly known as chaplaincy, the team is led
by Revd. Ruth Wells (pictured above). Ruth
has built a uniquely inclusive team to meet
the diverse needs of students on campus.
David’s first assignment was the Arts
University Freshers’ Fair where he spent four
hours making up macramé kits to hand to
interested enquirers. He was stunned to
realise how popular a few bits of string can be
to creative students!
When asked about his new role David said,
“It’s completely new, unpaid, and there’s no
job description or time commitment as such.
It's a fantastic opportunity to be part of the
local university campus and we’ll see how it
goes”.

See Humanists UK’s page on Dialogue, click here
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HUMANIST NEWS
Humanism in
Action conference

Nigerian humanist
denied medical care
President of the Humanist Association of
Nigeria, Mubarak Bala, who was arrested on
28 April 2020 in connection with Facebook
posts, has reportedly been denied access to
medical care by the prison authorities,
contrary to international norms.
Humanists International is deeply concerned
to learn of the deteriorating health of
Mubarak Bala. According to his legal team,
Bala has been complaining of high blood
pressure and pain in his left side.
A hearing before the Kano State High Court
set for 13 October had to be postponed after
the judge fell ill. A new date has been set for
December.
Follow the story here

Humanists UK will be hosting its Humanism in
Action conference 12 November and 13
November, on Friday (15:00–19:00) and
Saturday (09:00–12:30). This will bring
together partner groups, branches, sections,
and networks of humanists from across the
country to a series of workshops and
presentations taking place over Zoom
covering topics such as how to lobby MPs, the
future of religion or belief in the UK, and
uncovering humanist heritage in towns and
communities across the UK.
Register here
More info here

25th anniversary
Dorset Humanists will be
celebrating its 25th
anniversary in November
with a bit of a knees-up
in a local bar with a
drinks and buffet
reception and live
entertainment. VIPs are
expected to attend! Vice
Chair Lyn Glass (left) has
already poured herself a
large glass of Chardonnay to get in the mood.

How old is your Humanist group? Do you have an
anniversary approaching, why not share it?
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DIALOGUE NOT DEBATE
By Jeremy Rodell
Why would Humanists UK want to set
up a “dialogue network”? And why
would anyone want to get involved in
it? What does “dialogue” mean anyway?
In this context it means talking with religious
people, or as it says on the Humanists UK
website “…engagement between people with
different approaches to life to build mutual
understanding, identify common ground and,
where it makes sense, engage in shared
action” while not “failing to challenge ideas
and activities we believe to be harmful, or
failing to recognise areas of disagreement.”
It’s not adversarial debate: in dialogue, noone is trying to “convert” anyone, and there
are no winners or losers.
So why do it? For a start, it’s an opportunity to
correct misunderstandings among religious
people about Humanism and Humanists. For
example, we’re not all “anti-religious” –
there’s a spectrum of views on that, though
we all oppose harm in the name of religion, or
religious privilege. It can also be a surprise to
hear that secularism means, among other
things, ensuring freedom of religion and belief
for everyone, provided it does not erode the
rights and freedoms of others.
A more altruistic reason to engage is because
building trust and understanding between

Jeremy Rodell
different groups is simply a good thing to do
in a plural society like ours. According to the
British Social Attitudes Survey, over half the
British population doesn’t identify with a
religion – more in younger age groups – but
religious diversity in the other half is greater
than ever before. And there’s a big ethnic
dimension: 95% of the non-religious are
“White British”, and 80% of Non-White British
people identify with a religion, double the
proportion of White British. That makes it
important both to welcome and support
people from ethnic minorities who leave the
religion of their parents – a plug here for the
great work of “Faith to Faithless” – and to
recognise the interplay between ethnic,
cultural and faith identities. While Humanists
often focus on the ‘belief’ aspect of religion,
for many people who identify with a faith, it’s
the cultural or ethnic “belonging” aspect

Why not tell Humanistically Speaking about your experiences of getting into
dialogue or discussion with religious people. We’d love to hear from you.
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which is key. In a survey of young British
Catholics, for example, over a quarter said, “I
am not sure whether I believe in God or a
higher spiritual power”. And a (female) New
York rabbi recently tweeted: “Jewish atheists
are a thing”. It’s complex.
While the figures suggest that we are an
increasingly tolerant country overall, we all
know that the scope for tension and
misunderstanding is high. Dialogue is a way
for Humanists to contribute to building a
cooperative society, in which the inevitable
disagreements around religion or belief can
be handled peacefully, and people from
different backgrounds can work together on
shared goals.
Of course, no-one gets involved with this sort
of activity unless they personally find it
interesting and fulfilling. And that’s not only
by learning more about the worldviews of
other people – often not entirely what you
might expect – but also refining their own
Humanism as it is queried, and challenged.
As human creations, religions display all the
diversity – good and bad – that you might
expect. And the people who identify with
them exhibit the diversity you would expect
from any group of fellow humans. Those at
the liberal end of the spectrum, who are more
likely to engage with Humanists in the first
place, often have more in common with us,
especially in terms of values, than they do
with their own fundamentalists.
So what does “doing dialogue” involve? It’s a
big range, covering everything from public
events – such as the one Humanists UK staged

at Conway Hall a few years ago on “How can
Humanists and Muslims live and work
together in 21st century London?”, to the sort
of informal interactions a Humanist Pastoral
Support person in a hospital might have with
colleagues from faith backgrounds, to working
together on a common cause.
Despite the growth of online meetings,
dialogue is essentially about human
interaction, which makes it a local activity. All
over the country there are “Inter-Faith”
forums, of varying levels of dynamism, which
provide a means for Humanists to become
known and recognised as constructive local
players, to plug in to local networks, and to
initiate dialogue activity. That can also help
when it comes to campaigning: it is hard to
dismiss someone as an anti-religious zealot
for, say, opposing faith-based selection at a
local school when everyone knows they are
sincere and sensible.
n The Dialogue Network is a group of
Humanists UK members with an active
interest in dialogue who have successfully
completed a one-day training session.
Currently it has around 100 members. If
you’re interested, email Jeremy dialogueofficer@humanists.uk

Are there other polarised groups in society which might benefit from dialogue?
Why not email us at Humanistically Speaking with your ideas.
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INTER–FAITH ACTIVITIES IN
GREATER MANCHESTER
By John Coss
Guy Otten, who
has been both
Chair and Vice
Chair of GMH,
speaking at an
iftar event at
Manchester
Central Mosque
and Islamic
Study Centre

John Coss reports on the inspiring
range and scale of the inter-faith (or
inter-belief) engagement of Greater
Manchester Humanists (GMH) and
Stockport Humanists, reflecting the
growing recognition of Humanism as
a belief system – which has resulted
from the work of Humanists UK as
well as local initiatives.
Our interfaith activities have included
religious speakers at our monthly events, talks
by our members to religious groups, joint
meetings of various kinds, involvement with
University Chaplaincies and local interfaith
groups, participation in SACREs*, Remembrance Day events, and joining Muslim groups
at iftar meals (the meal at sunset by which
Muslims end their daily Ramadan fast).
Speakers at our main events have included
Unitarian ministers, Quakers, Buddhists, and
representatives of the Sea of Faith (a network
of people who believe that religion has value
even though they recognise it as a human
creation.) The Anglican chaplains at two local
universities led discussions on ‘post-modern
spirituality’ and ‘the basis of ethics’. I think it
is fair to say that all these speakers were
broadly sympathetic to the Humanist
position. We have also had presentations by
Muslims and Pagans.

We have had extensive involvement with
local SACREs for some time, led by Robin
Grinter until his retirement in 2018.
Humanists are now involved with most of the
ten SACREs in Greater Manchester, generally
as full members. One of Robin’s major
contributions was to develop a ‘Humanist
Supplement’ which he wrote for use
alongside the GCSE syllabus ‘Religious Literacy
for All’. It is being used by many SACREs and
its quality has been recognised by Humanists
UK.
Over the years, we have gradually gained
acceptance as participants in Remembrance
Day services in Manchester and Stockport.
Following the Bombing at the Manchester
Arena in 2017, Guy represented GMH at two
‘Stand Together’ rallies – in Cathedral Gardens
and Central Mosque, both attended by the
Lord Mayor, the Bishop, Rabbis and Imams,
MPs and MEPs, and other community leaders.

*SACRE stands for ‘Standing Advisory Council for Religious Education’.
Many of these councils include Humanists.
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For some ten years we have participated in a
‘Spiritual Awareness Day’ at Parrs Wood Sixth
Form College. Typically, students are able to
meet representatives of fifteen beliefs. They
each choose three presentations to attend,
and there is then an open forum Q&A session
with everyone present. In my experience the
Humanist responses are always well received.
In May 2010, we attended a ‘Night of
Dialogue’ at Menorah Reform Synagogue. We
had a lively and good humoured discussion
led by the Rabbi and Guy Otten. I was
impressed by the Rabbi’s command of all the
topics raised, and (sadly) by the security
measures taken to protect the Synagogue.
In October 2012, we participated in another
Night of Dialogue, this time at Unitarian Cross
Street Chapel, where the discussion was led
by our friend the late Jane Barraclough and
Guy. We have also held joint meetings with
Manchester Christians to debate issues arising
from Richard Dawkins’s book The God
Delusion and with the Manchester Ahmadi
Community. And a joint Christian-Humanist
Book Club was set up two years ago.

Religion: Problem or Solution,
Friend or Foe?
In February 2015, Guy spoke at two interfaith
panel discussions in Blackburn on Religion: Is
it the Problem or the Solution? organised by
Anjum Anwar, Blackburn Cathedral interfaith
officer. The second discussion in Blackburn
Cathedral was attended by an interfaith
audience of about sixty-five including the
Bishop. Later, Anjum spoke forcefully at our
September meeting on ‘The Right to Free
Speech’ v ‘The Right to Insult’. She believed in
free speech but thought it had limits, which
led to an, at times, rather heated discussion.
In May 2016, fifty people attended a public
Armchair Discussion: ‘Ethical Humanism v

An ‘Armchair Discussion’ organised by
Greater Manchester Humanists: ‘Ethical
Humanism v Religion – Friend or Foe?’ with
the Bishop of Manchester, a Muslim solicitor,
a Professor of Ecology, and Guy Otten.
Religion – Friend or Foe?’ organised by
Greater Manchester Humanists. The topics
covered included the moral factors relating to
assisted dying and Muslim practices of gender
segregation and wearing the hijab.

In 2017, Humanists in Bolton participated in a
dialogue between Christians, Muslims and
Humanists organised by the Flowhesion
Foundation. Keith Pennington’s report can be
accessed here.
As we resume normal activities following
Covid lockdowns, we have participated in a
multi-faith all-day event at Stockport
Academy and have been invited to a
Holocaust Study Day at Menorah Synagogue
in November, presented by the Synagogue
and the Manchester Council of Christians and
Jews.

This is far from a complete list of our
inter-faith activities (or inter-belief
activities, our preferred term). Until
undertaking the research for this article
I hadn't appreciated their range and
extent, for which Guy Otten deserves
much of the credit.

Reading suggestion: Towards Better Disagreement: Religion and Atheism in
Dialogue (2016) by Paul Hedges
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Ask Charles your difficult questions…
The Mount, Shrewsbury.
Darwin’s family home.

Dear Mr Darwin
I have just read a piece on this new-fangled
notion of 'interfaith' and have tried to get
my head around it. It appears to me that the
editors of Humanistically Speaking want
people of not just different opinions, but of
polar opposite opinions to come together
and get along! Now the laws of physics
clearly prove that something either holds a
positive charge or negative, or points North
or South; surely there is no place in our
realm for some muddled middle ground
where stances have been historically known
to be one thing not the other. Please excuse
my English which is a bit rusty these days.

Dear Mr Einstein
It is a great honour to receive a letter from
one of my most distinguished scientific
successors. The matter you refer to is
indeed a great conundrum, but I would
refer you back to the philosopher John
Locke whose Letter Concerning Toleration
recommended that people of different
faiths and various persuasions should try to
get along with each other rather than resort
to slaughter to settle matters of dogma.
Notoriously, Mr Locke excluded Catholics
and atheists from such consideration,
presumably on the grounds that Catholics
could not be trusted and atheists were little
better than common criminals. In our day,

of course, some leniency has been afforded
to Catholics and even atheists are now to be
regarded as not wholly beyond the pale in
matters of morality.
Dear Mr Darwin
[Translated from Latin]: I've been reading
your column with growing alarm. I mean no
disrespect to you as a distinguished scientist
of your own times, but at the end of the day
you are a nineteenth century imposter
assuming omniscient wisdom on all manner
of topics outside your competence and
chronological specificity. I put it to you that
this is preposterous and reflects badly on
the whole concept of scientific credibility.
Clearly I am the more popular figure
presently, with more than a billion followers
and a long line of infallible predecessors
reaching back to St Peter himself, and
therefore I put it to you that it is time for
you to step aside and let me take over your
column so that people can be guided into
the truth.

Most Holy Father
You will have to apply through the normal
channels.
I remain your humble and obedient servant,

Send your own comment or question to
Dear Darwin at Humanistically.Speaking@gmail.com
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Trying to see the wood for the trees: Interfaith Initiatives

We’re Humanists. Why do we want to
meet with Christians?

Aaron at a Holocaust Memorial event
Over in Dorset our Humanist Group has had a
long-standing relationship with persons of
faith through our regular dialogue group
entitled “Out of the Box”. This monthly group
of over four years’ standing had roughly a
50/50 mix of Humanists and Christians with
other faiths featuring as guests from Muslim,
Jewish, Spiritual and other denominations.
Many intriguing discussions have taken place,
with formats ranging from guest speaker,
panel interviews, debates, one-on-ones, to
presentations, video shows, and the ‘Aaron
Showblazer’ festive chat show where I
miraculously brought guests back from
ancient times and asked them the questions
we have all been dying to ask. My time
machine has seen Noah, his wife, King Herod
and a flood victim tell their story; Mary,
Joseph, a Wiseman on another occasion and
soWatch
on. Bothfull
Humanists
seriesand
on primarily
YouTube

Christians would call each other friends, have
a deep respect for one another, and can
discuss, debate and challenge each other on
their thoughts, approach or thinking without
causing offence or sounding demeaning. This
is mostly down to David Warden, one of the
originators, who had set forth a carefully
constructed set of “dialogue principles” that
everyone has happily embraced. In its current
format the group has been operating since
the start of 2016, and although Covid has
intervened, it will continue next year, albeit
with a different format.
I was an ardent atheist when I first discovered
Humanism, back on September 24th 2014,
where I would have adopted my typical “you
are wrong” stance with any person of faith
who came along. I didn’t have respect for
people with such crackpot ideas and I had no
interest in hearing them out, although I did 

Why not tell us any ideas you have for reaching out
to persons of faith, with better understanding.

David vs Dave, the Abortion Debate
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A Jew, a Humanist, a Christian and a
Muslim walk into a bar…
enjoy a good debate on the doorstep with
Jehovah’s Witnesses on many occasions. Since
then, I’ve become heavily involved with
Dorset Humanists, and attended the ‘Out of
the Box’ dialogue group on a regular basis
when that restarted in 2016. Within a year I
was helping out and the following year I was
part of the core group and have enjoyed
every moment of it.
We Humanists, well atheists, can be a pretty
smug and arrogant bunch when it comes to
faith, with our high and mighty facts and
science, it seems almost incomprehensible
that someone should think otherwise, and if
they do then they are simply wrong and or
stupid. As Humanists, however, we hold
compassion and understanding for others,
even those we disagree with. We open our
ears and are eager to learn just why it is that

Serious topics taken not so seriously

people think differently, and if we still
disagree at the end of it, then that is fine. We
can engage, we can be friends, we can laugh
and cry together with people of varied faiths
or none and that’s okay too. When attacking a
viewpoint it is often worth remembering that
what they believe is equally valid. Judging
someone, running them down, having fun at
their expense is more a reflection on us than
on the intended victim of our amusement.
We have covered some great issues, which
are selected in advance by a mixed core group
of around six made up of Christians and
Humanists. You can see below we have some
really juicy topics which have attracted
capacity crowds on a number of occasions.
Are there topics that would have captured
your interest? Why not start a group yourself,
and dive in with your local faith groups and
explore just how much you might actually
share in common? I was surprised.
• A Personal Journey from Christianity to Humanism
• On being a Humanist Today
• Exploring diverse worldviews
• Learning to live with difference
• Medical Ethics
• What Makes a Good Society?
• Religion in School: Problem or Opportunity?
• Global Problems - Local Solutions
• The True Meaning of Christmas
• Marriage and Same-Sex Relationships
• Buddhism for Beginners
• Science and Religion; Worlds Apart or Together?
• When Jesus met Spock
• An audience with the authors of the Bible
• Lost Gospels
• The Future of Religion & Belief
• Death Café
• Did Jesus Exist?
• The ethics of eating life-forms:
• Ingredients of a Good Person
• Climate Emergency (talk by three green groups)
• The Abortion Debate

Should every Humanist group reach out with a dialogue group of its own?

Page 12

The Voice of Brittain

David unleashed – without his Executive Editor’s hat
The two minutes silence is the most
powerful part of the Remembrance
Sunday ceremony, and I often wonder
just what, exactly, people really think
about as they stand still. I guess they
will be very mixed and, if I’m honest, my
own reflections range between
profound thoughts about courage and
suffering to the more profane, like - well
- wondering what everybody else is
thinking?
But I quite often reflect on something I saw
many years ago on television, and which had
a deep effect on me. It was a series of photos
that had been taken by a war photographer.
This particular war did not involve the British,
but it described an incident which could
happen to any soldier and any civilian, in any
war. These pictures were taken in Vietnam,
and they told a story, which to me epitomised
the terrible and inhuman savagery of war –
wherever it’s fought.
The first photograph showed a field of battle
between American soldiers and the Viet Cong,
both sides fighting with desperate ferocity
over a small bridge. The surrounding land had
been an open field, but it was now pitted with
earthy craters and looked more like the
surface of the Moon.

The second photograph showed US soldiers
staring into what looked like a pit filled with
the dead bodies of local Vietnamese civilians.
One of them was a young woman who was
pitifully clutching an infant. On closer

Click HERE to hear that voice of Brittain
narrate this article for you.

To hear
narration
Click
Image

What do people really think about during
the two minutes silence?
inspection, one of the soldiers noticed that
the infant was still alive.
The third photograph showed a young US
medic gently prising the child from his dead
mother’s arms. The little boy was conscious,
and at first it must have seemed like a miracle
to the soldiers, but it was a tainted miracle,
because not only was he traumatised by
having just witnessed the killing of his
mother, but he had sustained terrible head
injuries, and he needed urgent medical help.
Photograph number four showed the child
sitting upright on a table in a tent and soldiers
looking on as the medic tried to apply some
critical first aid. It was very clear that he
needed to go to hospital immediately. But the
nearest hospital was many miles away.
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“I will be thinking of him,
because in all the despair of the
madness we call war, his
compassion gave me hope for
humankind.”
They needed air support to take the child, but
they could not get that support unless the
Viet Cong could be persuaded to stop firing.
And the only way to get them to stop, was to
talk to them and try to negotiate an urgent
ceasefire. The fifth photograph showed the
medic on the bridge, holding the child and
waving a white flag, risking his own life and
trying to make contact with the enemy.
And the sixth photograph, the last in the
sequence, showed that the medic had been
unsuccessful. The last picture showed the
awful anguish, the terrible mask of despair
engraved on his face as he turned his back on
the bridge, and he just walked away. Away
from the front line, away from the awful noise
and smell of death, and away from the war.
He didn’t even look back, as the child he
never knew – the child he tried so desperately
to protect – closed his eyes and quietly died in
his arms.
You know, even now, I still find that story
deeply distressing, but over the years since,
the elements in that tragedy have also
become symbols to me. The child symbolises
the innocent, the soldiers symbolise the

witnesses, the dead symbolise the suffering,
the weapons symbolise the investment and
ingenuity we put into killing our fellows, and
the bridge symbolises the trinkets we fight
over in war. But in all the filth, the death and
the horror, that medic symbolises to me, as a
human being, the man who – even in the
worst situation imaginable – was still able to
express empathy, compassion, and the kind of
love that we are all capable of, if we let it in.
Yes, he failed, but it was his dignity that shone
through. To him, there was something more
important than a small bridge to worry about,
and it was here that he did his bit, and
showed his true worth.
He will be in his early 80s now, I guess, and I
have no idea who or where he is, or even if he
is still alive, but I will wish him well. I will be
thinking of him because he showed that,
however bad things get, the human being that
must surely be in all of us can still shine
through.
I will be thinking of him, because in all the
despair of the madness we call war, his
compassion gave me hope for humankind.

Please send us your pictures of where your Humanist
group is reaching the public? How are you doing it?
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Our video conference with notable people, interviewed by David Brittain

In this fascinating interview
with our Executive Editor,
Rabbi Dr Jonathan Romain
talks candidly about Judaism,
interfaith dialogue, faith
schools, kosher methods of
slaughter, circumcision of
boys, assisted dying, Jeremy
Corbyn, and the PalestineIsrael conflict. Click the
YouTube button below to
listen to the full interview...

Please subscribe to Humanistically Speaking. Just email
Humanistically.Speaking@gmail.com and type ‘Subscribe’. We’ll do the rest.
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David Warden

Should criticism of Islam
in school be labelled
‘Islamophobia’?
It has come to the attention of Humanistically
Speaking that a school student in
Bedfordshire who described Islam as ‘evil’ in
an RE lesson has been referred to Prevent, a
government counter-terrorism and antiradicalisation strategy. To be fair, there was
more to the case than this. The student in
question had become interested in Tommy
Robinson, the activist who set up the English
Defence League after he had read a
newspaper article about local Islamists
attempting to recruit men outside a bakery in
Luton to fight for the Taliban in Afghanistan.
The school formed the view that the student
was expressing ‘Islamophobic views’ and they
were worried that he was being drawn into
far-right radicalisation and possibly accessing
material on the Dark Web.
Tommy Robinson is a well-known figure who
has attracted a great deal of opprobrium. He
has served four terms of imprisonment for a
variety of offences. But he has also been given
a platform at the prestigious Oxford Union to
express his views about radical Islam.
When I was about twelve, I remember
answering our front door to local
representatives of the British National Party. I
was curious to know what it was all about and
I invited them into our front room. I used to
do the same thing with Jehovah’s Witnesses.
Fortunately, this was long before the 
*Source of information on Prevent is from:
https://fullfact.org/law/what-prevent-strategy/

Stephen Christopher Yaxley-Lennon, also
known as Tommy Robinson, speaking at the
Oxford Union. Wikipedia.

What is the ‘Prevent’ strategy?
Prevent was set up in 2006 by the Labour
government as part of a wider counterterrorism strategy. Prevent’s aim is to stop
people becoming terrorists or supporting
terrorism. The Prevent strategy has three
objectives:
1.

Challenging the ideology that supports
terrorism and those who promote it

2.

Protecting vulnerable people

3.

Supporting sectors and institutions
where there are risks of radicalisation

MPs have heard criticisms of the strategy
including that it alienates Muslim
communities, restricts freedom of expression
and impacts human rights. A UN
representative also suggested that the
programme was having the opposite of its
intended effect by “dividing, stigmatising and
alienating segments of the population”.*

Page 17

existence of Prevent. No one ever warned me
that I was in danger of being ‘radicalised’ by
indulging my natural curiosity about the
world. If anything, I was radicalised by
attending a local evangelical church but that’s
a different story.
I appreciate that schools are under certain
obligations to report concerns about pupils
being drawn into terrorism but there are
worrying aspects about this case in terms of
freedom of belief and expression. The term
‘Islamophobia’ ought to be restricted to
unlawful discrimination against Muslims or
hostility to Muslims simply because they are
Muslims. It should not be inflated to inhibit
principled criticism of religious beliefs.
When the student described Islam as ‘evil’
perhaps he had some of these Qur’anic verses
in mind: “Kill them wherever you encounter
them…If they do fight you, kill them - this is
what such disbelievers deserve”; “Those who
deny God’s revelations will suffer severe
torment”; “…disbelievers will be fuel for the
Fire”; “Give news of agonizing torment to
those who ignore God’s revelations”; “I [God]
will make the disbelievers suffer severely in
this world and the next”; “If you fear highhandedness from your wives, remind them [of
the teachings of God]… then hit them”; “If
anyone opposes the Messenger, after
guidance has been made clear to him, and
follows a path other than that of the believers
– We shall burn him in Hell”. Qur’an 2: 191; 3:
4, 10, 21, 56; 4: 34, 115 (translated by M.A.S.
Abdel Haleem, Oxford World’s Classics 2010).
I could go on, but you get the point. The
Qur’an is a religious text from the 7th century
and is almost bound to have content which
today we find objectionable. If a student
forms a negative opinion about a religion,
then he or she should be encouraged to think
critically about the text, what it meant at the
time, how it should be interpreted today and
Do you have a Thought for the Day worth sharing?
humanistically.speaking@gmail.com

“…schools are under certain
obligations to report concerns about
pupils being drawn into terrorism
but there are worrying aspects about
this case ... The term ‘Islamophobia’
ought to be restricted to unlawful
discrimination, or hostility to
Muslims simply because they are
Muslims. Its meaning should not be
inflated to inhibit principled criticism
of religious beliefs.”
so on. Framing students’ negative opinions
about religion as ‘Islamophobia’ or
‘Christianophobia’ shuts down critical thinking
and creates a stifling atmosphere of thoughtcontrol in which only ‘correct’ opinions can be
expressed. Ironically, this kind of repression
can actually lead to radicalisation because
forbidden thoughts may go underground
where they can fester.
I’m sure most schools are encouraging critical
thinking and freedom of thought, but the
humanist and secularist community should
hold them to this standard when troubling
cases come to light.

To the student who was referred to Prevent, I
say this: Be careful about what you may be
getting into but don’t be discouraged from
thinking freely and expressing your beliefs.
Always be respectful of others and treat them
with courtesy. And always remember that you
may change your mind if you have more
information.
To the teachers who may have overreacted I
say this: Insist on courtesy and civility in the
classroom but don’t shut down criticism of
religion or non-religious beliefs with heavyhanded responses. Freedom of thought and
expression are two of the bedrocks of a liberal
education.
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Musings by Maggie
What Makes Atheists Angry?
After I posted a link to the October issue
of Humanistically Speaking on a
Facebook group called “Atheists: British
Isles”, the following comment appeared:
“…bah humanism that word that divides
atheists and has some going off forming
little exclusive meetings”.
I tried to explain to this gentleman that, far
from being divisive or antithetical to atheism,
Humanism is, in fact, a positive expression of
atheism or agnosticism. I got nowhere. He
clearly had an entrenched view that atheists
should not participate in all the various
atheist-friendly groups such as Humanists UK,
the National Secular Society, Skeptics groups,
etc. He thinks that all these different groups
divide atheists rather than unite them.
I tried again to explain that many people
belong to both Humanist and other secular
organisations such as the National Secular
Society (which also has people of faith as
members) and local Skeptics groups, to which
the response was, “…if they are not separate
why would they need to belong to both. Why
would an atheist need to join six different
groups if they are the same?” I won’t bore
you with the rest of the conversation. Suffice
it to say that one or two other people joined
in to try to set the guy straight about
Humanism, but he was having none of it.
This is not the first time I have come across
this attitude, but it gave me pause to
contemplate the different responses people
can have to not believing in a god, Humanism

being only one of them. If you interact with
non-believers on the internet at all you come
across a whole spectrum of attitudes, ranging
from rabid anti-theism at one end to
Humanism, and in particular, Humanists open
to dialogue with faith groups, at the other.

So, what leads some atheists to be so angry? I
know from speaking to fellow Humanists that
many of us started out as ‘angry atheists’,
often,
although
not
always,
after
deconversion from fundamentalist versions of
religion. It can make one feel very angry to
look back on a period of time, often many
years, spent in total commitment to what one
later comes to see as a big lie. The transition
to Humanism is usually gradual and
associated with a realisation that regretting or
resenting one’s past is unconstructive and just
as much a waste of time and energy as that
previously spent on the abandoned belief. We
can then start to find it possible to focus on
trying to make what remains of this one life,
that we can be sure of having, as good as
possible for both ourselves and others,
including those who may not share our own
humanistic outlook.
However, some people never seem to get
beyond the ‘angry atheist’ stage, and this is a
problem for Humanism, because it makes it
an uphill struggle to get Humanism across to
the general public, who can be forgiven for
failing to perceive a difference between
Humanists and these often very vocal ‘angry
atheists’.
Another thing that can make atheists, even 

Want your own copy sent directly to you via email?
Contact Humanistically.Speaking@gmail.com type in SUBSCRIBE
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Humanists, very angry is when they come
across people who believe things which, to
them, are patently ridiculous and impossible
to be true. Some are likely to be people who
have had no personal experience of having
been indoctrinated into a religion, so their
frustration is perfectly understandable,
especially if they are particularly welleducated, very rational, highly intelligent,
scientifically-minded types, which many
Humanists are. They naturally wonder how
anyone with even half a brain can believe
such things.
Are all people of faith really stupid? Clearly
not, since there are a number of well-known,
intelligent, not to say brilliant academics and
scientists who are religious believers. Unless
you have been there on the inside and
understand how deep and lasting religious
indoctrination, especially early indoctrination,
can be, looking at belief from the outside can
leave you shaking your head in bewilderment.

“…despite my total commitment
to Jesus, I retained that seed of
rational enquiry.”
When, in my youth, I was a fully committed,
born-again Christian, believing that I was born
in sin and needed to fully accept the ‘gift of
salvation’ from Jesus in order to escape being
cast for eternity into outer darkness, was I less
intelligent then than I am now? Did I
suddenly get smarter when I abandoned
those beliefs? Did my IQ abruptly shoot up? I
doubt it. I think I was probably fortunate in
that I was not born into that faith but led into
it as a teenager. Therefore, despite my total
commitment to Jesus, I retained that seed of
rational enquiry that I had already developed
beforehand and therefore found it slightly
easier to eventually make my escape than
someone who had been taught from birth to
‘Trust in the Lord with all thine heart; and lean

not unto thine own understanding. (Proverbs
3:5)

Sometimes, of course, angry atheism is
perfectly justifiable. When, for instance, we
see the beliefs of the faithful leading them to
do harm or infringe the rights and freedoms
of others, those of us with a secular mindset
rightly view it as our responsibility not to let
such actions go unchallenged. However, if
this is the only time we engage with the
religious, it means that the only face we show
to them is one that they will perceive as an
angry one.
This is one reason why it can be profitable
also to engage with believers in positive ways,
in order to understand where their beliefs
come from and also to discover what
Humanists and believers might have in
common and even to find opportunities to
collaborate on such matters as human rights,
community relations, humanitarian aid, etc.
After all, it would be hard to remain angry
with people that you may march alongside at
a protest or work alongside at a foodbank,
wouldn’t it?

“What is tolerance? It is a necessary
consequence of humanity. We are all
fallible, let us then pardon each other's
follies. This is the first principle of
natural right.” Voltaire

Want your own copy sent directly to you via email?
Contact Humanistically.Speaking@gmail.com type in SUBSCRIBE
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Book Review by David Warden
‘Material Girls: Why Reality Matters for
Feminism’ (2021) by Kathleen Stock

Professor Kathleen Stock OBE was an
analytic philosopher at the University of
Sussex. Protestors recently tried to get her
sacked because of her views on gender
identity but she was defended by the
University’s Vice-Chancellor, Adam Tickell.
She resigned on 28th October, stating on
Twitter that ‘this has been a horrible time
for me and my family’.
Kathleen Stock rejects gender identity theory
but not trans people, for whom she has
friendly sympathy and respect. She writes: ‘I
don’t believe ordinary trans people are wellserved by current trans activism. Trans people
are trans people. We should get over it. They
deserve to be safe, to be visible throughout
society without shame or stigma, and to have
exactly the life opportunities non-trans
people do. What trans people don’t deserve,
however, is to be publicly misrepresented in
philosophical terms that make no sense; nor
to
have
their
everyday
struggles
instrumentalised in the name of political
initiatives most didn’t ask for, and which
alienate other groups by rigidly encroaching
on their hard won rights.’
But what is gender identity theory? Stock
explains it in these four axioms:

1.

Everyone has an important inner state
called a gender identity (not just
male/female but more than seventy
varieties)

2.

For trans people, inner gender identity
fails to match the biological sex originally
‘assigned’ to them at birth by medics

3.

Gender identity, not biological sex, is
what makes you a man or a woman (or
neither)

4.

The existence of trans people generates
a moral obligation on all of us to
recognise and legally protect gender
identity and not biological sex

According to Stock, the idea that the
possession of a female or male gender
identity is the supremely important
determinant of whether you count as a
woman or a man, with no regard to bodily
characteristics, is a ‘deeply radical’ idea and a
‘theoretical concept’ which should be open to
‘trenchant critique’. This is
particularly
because of the corrosive effects this belief is
having on sex-based women’s rights and the
very meaning of homosexuality.

Material Girls is an informative, rational,
complex and humane book which explains the
incontrovertible scientific evidence that sex
differences exist and that they are a key
determinant of whether you are a man or a
woman. Instead of erasing these biological
categories, a kind of biological denialism,
Stock simply insists that trans people are trans
people, occupying a different but completely
valid conceptual space.

What’s your view? Write to Humanistically Speaking.
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Exploring moral questions
RIGHT

WRONG

Should we tolerate intolerance?
Paul Ewans says no, David Warden says yes.
Paul Ewans: We can only
exercise our personal
autonomy and live the
lives we want to live if
other people respect our
decisions and respond to
our chosen way of life
with understanding. It is very difficult for
someone to flourish and be happy if the
choices they make are constantly challenged
or if they face prejudice and discrimination on
a daily basis. We should all be free to live our
lives as we wish provided that we are not
harming others or preventing them from
enjoying the same freedom that we want for
ourselves.
We should therefore strive to be tolerant. We
should not show irrational prejudice towards
anyone, nor should we discriminate
unreasonably against any person or section of
the community. Displaying intolerance is
directly harmful to the people concerned and
undermines the unity and cohesion of society
on which we all depend. We should focus
instead on our common humanity and do our
best to treat others in the way that they want
to be treated.
Unfortunately, some people believe that they
are entitled to express their opinions and
promote their own values even when doing

so causes significant harm to others.
Sometimes these opinions are so extreme and
do so much harm – not just to the well-being
of individual people but to society as a whole
– that we have a clear moral duty to resist
them. Although we should defend the right to
freedom of expression and the autonomy of
the individual, we should not tolerate harmful
behaviour when the harm caused is very
great. There are things which good people
should not tolerate. We should not tolerate
hate speech and we should not tolerate
aggressive or insulting attacks on other
people’s life-style or beliefs. I’m thinking of a
form of speech where it is claimed that ‘all X
are Y, and you are one of them', where Y is a
derogatory or offensive term and X is a
reference to someone's race, gender,
sexuality etc. I believe that making statements
like these is clearly harmful to the person
concerned – who I would call the 'victim' –
and is morally wrong for that reason. So, we
should not tolerate them, which in practice
means challenging them when we encounter
them. We should not tolerate calls to
discriminate against any section of the
community, nor those who threaten others
with violence. To sum up, we should not
tolerate the intolerant if their intolerance
causes significant harm.
Continued overleaf 

Humanistically Speaking upholds the core humanist value of free expression –
but are there limits? Tell us what you think.
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David
Warden:
I’m
concerned that Paul’s
intolerance of intolerance
could reinforce some of
the worrying attacks on
freedom of speech that
we are seeing around the
world today.
Let’s think of some specific examples. “All
gay men are paedophiles” or “All Muslims
are terrorists”. Such statements can of
course be construed as ‘hate speech’ and
can lead to intolerance of, and even violence
against, gay people and Muslims. Should we,
therefore, seek to prevent the expression of
such views in the first place, if not by legal
means, then by describing the people
expressing such views as ‘bigots’? I think
not. I would rather live in a world in which
people are free to express such opinions
because I believe the best way to refute
them is by argument. The statements “All
gay men are paedophiles” and “All Muslims
are terrorists” are simply untrue and they
can be resisted by an appeal to evidence.
Trying to stop them from being expressed in
the first place is what leads some people to
seek out dark places on the internet where
they can express their views freely. But this
is where extreme views can ferment into
something worse. It is far better, in my
opinion, to allow the expression of factually
incorrect views in the public arena where
they can be aired and challenged. I think
Paul would agree. He wrote that in practice
it means challenging such statements when
we encounter them.
Let’s take another topical example: “Women
who disagree with the statement ‘Trans
women are women’ are transphobic TERFS”.
A TERF is a ‘trans-exclusionary radical
feminist’. This is a complex debate, but to

Labour conference: Angela Rayner
defends calling the Prime Minister and
senior Tories ‘scum’ Independent
describe those who challenge a specific
nostrum of gender ideology as ‘transphobic
TERFs’ is a dehumanising attempt to shut
down legitimate debate about a complex
subject on the grounds that debate is
‘harmful’ to trans people. I think what’s
harmful is placing beliefs beyond question.

I do have some red lines, however. Calling
for Jewish women to be raped as a reprisal
for Israeli attacks against Palestinians is a
clear case of incitement to violence and I
agree that this kind of speech should be
against the law. I also deplore Angela
Rayner’s recent attacks on Tories as ‘scum’
because this is dehumanising language
which can lead to real violence against
Cabinet ministers. It lowers the tone of
political debate to the level of insult and
hatred, and we should not tolerate this kind
of language in those seeking high office.

Humanistically Speaking upholds the core humanist value of free expression –
but are there limits? Tell us what you think.
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Climate change: even small
contributions carry moral weight
I would like to take issue with some of the
points made in David Warden’s recent
‘Ethical Encounters’ article about climate
change (October edition). At the start of the
article, David says individual people ‘doing
their bit’ (e.g., eating less meat) takes focus
off the necessary large-scale changes (e.g.,
developing cleaner technologies). I believe
the reverse is true. Someone who makes a
sacrifice to ‘do their bit’ is more rather than
less likely to also push for wider changes.
(Research on sunk cost has shown that,
having made an investment of money or
effort in a cause, we humans are more likely
to make further investments in that cause.)
David also says that ‘if we get the tech right,
we can live within planetary boundaries
without sacrificing universal wellbeing’. But it
is highly debatable whether tech alone will
be enough to stop catastrophic climate
change. Also, there is no safe threshold for
climate change. We are already seeing an
increased likelihood of flood, forest fires etc.

Critical Thinking Workshop for primary
schools in Nigeria (Ibadan South West)
sponsored by Humanistically Speaking
Greetings from Nigeria and thank you for your
continued support. The school year has
started, and we are looking forward to an
exciting year.
The Oyo State Education Board has granted us
the permission to organize critical thinking
workshops in all the local government areas.
We have started with Ibadan South West. I
have hired four part time staff who are
delivering the training. We held a training
workshop for the teachers. Each primary
school sent a teacher to this workshop. In the
coming weeks and months, we shall roll out
workshops and teacher training in the eight
zones. These workshops and books are
delivered free of charge thanks to your support
and sponsorship. We are looking forward to
holding hundreds of training workshops for
teachers and pupils and distributing tens of
thousands of critical thinking books in the
coming year(s). I will be sending reports and
photos as we move along.

In my view, well chosen lifestyle changes are
worthwhile. Each individual can make only a
very small difference. But the size of the
problem, and the potential for death and
suffering, is so great that even small
contributions to mitigation carry a strong
moral weight. (David seems to acknowledge
this by saying "Don’t get me wrong. We
should all minimise our impact on the
planet." However, this goes against the
stance taken in the rest of his article.)

We need hands to help us: get sponsorships,
set up a web site, and promote the project. We
have longed for this opportunity. Now it is
here. The cost for a workshop is 200 dollars
and it covers the costs of books, pupil and
teacher trainings. Please send us ideas and
suggestions on how we can fund raise and
maximize this opportunity to promote critical
thinking in Nigerian schools.

Best wishes, Richard Latham

More reports here and here

Thanks, in anticipation of your continued
support, Dr Leo Igwe

We value every email we receive but space permits only an edited selection to be
published. humanistically.speaking@gmail.com
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Popularity of Humanism under the spire
of Salisbury Cathedral
John Dowdle of Watford Humanists wrote
about the ‘Popularity of Humanism with school
students’ in the September edition of
Humanistically Speaking (Letters & Emails).
A spin-off from Dorset Humanists’ presence at
the Tolpuddle Festival was an invitation to join
the annual Faith Day at the prestigious Bishop
of Wordsworth boys CofE grammar school
situated in the Cathedral Close at Salisbury. It
was strange to stand in front of Year 9 boys
discussing Humanism while being aware of the
cathedral spire through the window.
I used some of the teaching aids provided by
the British Humanist Association (now
Humanists UK) but largely followed my own
ideas which, though perhaps a bit iffy at first
enabled me to develop well-received sessions.
I found, as did John Dowdle, that you could
almost call it preaching to the converted in that
even in a CofE school the majority of students
were already non-religious but most did not
know about Humanism.
I can identify with John's feelings about ‘boxticking’ because I gave up school visits as it
became necessary to train to represent
Humanists UK. I realise their need to train and
register but I wasn't willing to do this partly
because of my fairly old age and, I suppose, a
degree of conceit together with cussedness
and the feeling that I could engage students of
all sorts pretty well using my own experience.
Richard Scutt, Dorset Humanists

Humanistically Speaking is ‘interesting,
insightful, thought-provoking, upbeat,
fascinating, relevant, brilliant,
fantastic!’
Thanks to the whole team for another great
issue of H.S. I always enjoy spending a
weekend morning having a read!
Alex Williams
I've just looked at your Humanistically
Speaking magazine. It's fantastic! It reaches
out and reads like a real, kind human is
actually speaking to you, which they are in
fact! Upbeat, fascinating, relevant... I'm
knocked over! It must take up all your waking
hours!
Lisa Garbett
Another excellent issue. Well done to you
and your team. We have already drastically
reduced our meat consumption. Should I
now go out and buy a Tesla? Tempting…
Best wishes, Steve Hurd
Chairperson, Uganda Humanist Schools Trust
Thank you for a really interesting, insightful
and thought provoking magazine.
Elizabeth Harding (new subscriber)
A brilliant read – breadth, seriousness, and
fun all together.
Anthony Lewis, Chair of Windsor Humanists
and Chair of South Central England
Humanists Network

We value every email we receive but space permits only an edited selection to be
published. humanistically.speaking@gmail.com
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The Happy Humanist
She wears her Happy Humanist badge
With evangelical pride
The T-shirt reads #GoodWithoutGod
In letters bold and wide.
She carries over her shoulder
A vintage BHA tote
Stuffed with postcards each emblazoned
With a Bertrand Russell quote.
She never utters ‘Bless you’
When ‘Gesundheit’ will suffice
And finds the term ‘spiritual wellbeing’
Worryingly imprecise.
And that is why she’s here today
Among the anxious crowd
Of people who left their religions
When leaving wasn’t allowed.
The apostates huddle meekly
Over coffee, tea and cake
Some staring at the ceiling
Some counting breaths as their hands shake.
They’re here to tell their stories
And to feel they’re not alone
Having changed their minds on an issue
That has cost them heart and home.
Here, at least, it’s not a crime
But still there is some danger:
Stigma, violence, prejudice
From family, friend, and stranger.
Everyone deserves the right
To have faith and believe
But equally must be allowed
To doubt, reject and leave.
And so she serves them coffee
Reaching out a steady hand
To the other happy humans
Who have come to understand.

Click the image of Alexander
to watch and hear him
reciting this month’s poem…

Alexander Williams is a writer,
teacher and singer from
Watford. His new collection of
poems Secular Verses is now
published and available on
Amazon. Click the link or the
book image and help support
his great work. Details of his
previous books can be found at
www.thedialup.blogspot.com

Did you know? ‘Gesundheit’ in Alex’s poem is a German word which means ‘health’
and it’s used to wish ‘good health’ to a person who has just sneezed.
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VOLUNTEERING
OPPORTUNITIES
Helping us deliver a first-class free online Humanist news and views service

Ready to join us?
Following our annual review meeting we
confirmed that we are still requiring several
additional eager team members to help our
enterprise run smoothly. Could you be one
of them?
DEVELOPMENT OFFICER
There are so many groups across the UK that
have yet to hear from or about us, but our
current team are hard at it with their own
monthly tasks that we really could benefit
from having a person just doing this. Your
volunteer role would be to assist the
Executive Editor to get Humanistically
Speaking known across the UK and help build
interaction and communication between
existing groups and those lone members
without a nearby group. Is this you?
SOCIAL MEDIA COMMUNICATOR
We require a person who loves speaking to
people via the online platforms. Your role
would be to post updates and latest magazine
releases, answer queries and maintain an
online presence. More than one applicant for
this role would be welcome.
NEWS EDITOR
We would like someone that would scour the
internet for Humanist news stories, not to
replicate them, but to summarise into a
paragraph and then link to that story so that
people can be as fully informed as they chose
all from our news pages. Maybe illustrated
with a graphic or image. Fancy the role?

YOUNG HUMANIST WRITER
We have had a very talented team of younger
members writing for us over the past and
would like to keep this opportunity going so
that other Young Humanists could benefit
from writing in our magazine.
ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT
Helping out with day-to-day admin tasks
around email inboxes, responding to
subscribers, and that sort of thing.
SECRETARY
As Humanistically Speaking advances we are
looking to become more formal in our
organisational structure and set up. There are
things we need to put in place such as Terms
of Reference, insurance, digital paperwork
and other tasks, to help free up the Executive
Editor. Might suit a retired HR person, or
someone with experience in voluntary
groups.

We’re all volunteers and we all do this
because we enjoy it. In order to keep the
magazine running smoothly our aim is to
spread the workload. Are you the person
we’re looking for? Could you help with any,
part, or all of the above roles? All roles are
brief outlines and there can be some overlap
if you have the skills and or ability to want to
do some or all parts of any of the above. We
would love to hear from you, and we’re very
open to an informal chat so don’t be scared to
speak to us.

For more information, an informal chat or to apply
for any of the exciting roles on offer, please email us.
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Advertisement

A guide to those groups sharing our magazine
Our readership spreads wider than our map. Please see our WEBSITE for full details.
Why not see if your group wishes to join us? simply email us at
Humanistically.Speaking@gmail.com type in SUBSCRIBE in the subject box.

Click white names
for websites.
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Join The Red Zone.

Are you a group forwarding
our magazine onto your members? Do
let us know
Are you a reader and not on the
map? Tell us where you are.
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Do you live in a town where you think a group could flourish?
Contact us and we will see what can happen with the Network’s help.
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Humanistically Speaking
A free magazine created for and by Humanists

Humanism is an ethical non-religious
worldview. It’s about tolerance, kindness,
knowledge, and friendship. Although
Humanistically Speaking is for Humanists,
everyone is welcome to read and
contribute, regardless of faith or belief.

Click the ‘Happy Human’ symbol above
to learn more about Humanist values
Humanistically Speaking is brought to you by a volunteer team of editors

In addition, we have our vital back-office support team of:
Sean (Webmaster) Phil (YouTube video editor), Tony (Administrator), Barbara
(Treasurer), Alan (Business advisor) as well as several staff yet to be found.

