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THE NON-
RELIGIOUS SCOTS

The majority of people in Scotland are non-
religious, the latest Census has found.

Results from the 2022 Scottish Census,
found that 51.1% of people in Scotland have

no religion. In 2011, the figure was 36.7%.

The findings are fairly consistent with 2018
survey data which found 59% of Scots are non-
religious.

Christianity in particular has seen a dra-
matic decline. In 2011, 53.8% of Scottish peo-
ple were Christian, including 32.4% in the
Church of Scotland and 15.9% in the Catholic
Church.

But, in 2022, only 20.4% of Scots said they
belonged to the Church of Scotland. Roman
Catholics and members of other Christian de-
nominations have also seen a decline in num-
bers.

Members of minority religions including Is-
lam and Hinduism have seen a steady increase.

The nonreligious are now the largest group


https://www.secularism.org.uk/news/2022/11/census-england-and-wales-less-than-half-the-population-christian
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in Wales. Christians are now a minority in
England, while in Northern Ireland those with-
out a stated religion are the second larg-
est group.

NSS: CENSUS UNDERSCORES
"NEED FOR A SECULAR APPROACH
TO PUBLIC POLICY"

The National Secular Society has said the
findings show the need for "a secular approach
to public policy", particularly in education.

Most schools in Scotland are split between
denominational schools (almost all Catholic)
and non-denominational schools (traditionally
seen as Church of Scotland). Schools are over-
seen by local education authorities, which must
have three unelected religious representatives
at least one of which needs to be appointed
each by the Church of Scotland and the Catho-
lic Church. Collective worship (known as reli-
gious observance) is legally imposed on all

schools.
BIBLE
LESSONS

In the books of Matthew and Mark in the
Bible, there is a rather strange story about Jesus
having a bit of a conflict with - a fig tree. Figs
are yummy and all, but this is pretty extreme.
This fig tree didn't have any fruit on it - be-
cause it wasn't actually fig season yet - and Je-
sus was hungry. So what's a hungry god-man
to do? Curse the tree so it will never bear fruit
again of course!

Matthew 21:18-20 Early in the morning,
as Jesus was on his way back to the city, he was
hungry. Seeing a fig tree by the road, he went
up to it but found nothing on it except leaves.

Sectarianism  between Catholics and
Protestants remains a social problem in Scot-
land.

Although the Church of Scotland is not es-
tablished, it has special status due to the acces-
sion oath that British monarchs must take to
preserve the Church of Scotland.

National Secular Society chief executive
Stephen Evans said: "The Census revealing
that Scotland's population has shifted from pre-
dominantly Christian to one that's majority ir-
religious and increasingly religiously diverse is
a watershed moment.

"This underscores the need for a secular ap-
proach to public policy, particularly in the area
of education where Christian religious ob-
servance is still compulsory, churches have a
privileged role and where schools are still di-
vided along Catholic and Protestant lines."

National Secular Society [UK], May 2024

Then he said to it, "May you never bear fruit
again!" Immediately the tree withered. When
the disciples saw this, they were amazed.

Mark 11:12-14 The next day as they were
leaving Bethany, Jesus was hungry. Seeing in
the distance a fig tree in leaf, he went to find
out if it had any fruit. When he reached it, he
found nothing but leaves, because it was not
the season for figs. Then he said to the tree,
"May no one ever eat fruit from you again.”
And his disciples heard him say it.

Jesus was apparently a pretty cryptic guy -
or the people writing down his words were -
either way, there are quite a few stories like this
in the Bible (and that's excluding the book of
Revelation which is its own brand of crazy).
But God was downright sadistic. Let's take a
look at some lessons found in the Bible that
most people probably didn't learn in Sunday
School.

1. GOD HAS A THING WITH SEX
> Maybe it's because he doesn't get to have


https://www.secularism.org.uk/news/2022/09/nss-calls-for-secular-overhaul-as-ni-religious-landscape-shifts
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it, but according to the Bible, God uses sex
(and genitals) to control or punish people more
than once. Using rape, incest and circumcision
to teach lessons would not be allowed with hu-
mans, but apparently it's totally cool for God to
do it.

God established the practice of male cir-
cumcision as proof of the people's willingness
to obey him pretty early on.

Genesis 17:10-12 This is my agreement
with you and all your descendants, which you
must obey: Every male among you must be cir-
cumcised. Cut away your foreskin to show that
you are prepared to follow the agreement be-
tween me and you. From now on when a baby
boy is eight days old, you will circumcise him.
This includes any boy born among your people
or any who is your slave, who is not one of your
descendants.

> David, the future king and the man chosen
by God to defeat the Philistines (of David and
Goliath fame), went out with his men and
killed 200 Philistines and “collected" their
foreskins, then used them as the payment for
marrying King Saul's daughter, Michal.

1 Samuel 18:24-26 When Saul's servants
told him what David had said, Saul said, "Tell
David, 'The king doesn't want money for the
bride. All he wants is a hundred Philistine fore-
skins to get even with his enemies."" Saul
planned to let the Philistines kill David. When
Saul's servants told this to David, he was
pleased to become the king's son-in-law. So he
and his men went out and killed two hundred
Philistines. David brought all their foreskins to
Saul so he could be the king's son-in-law. Then
Saul gave him his daughter Michal for his wife.

> God commanded rape in so many places
in the Bible it's hard to pick just one, but a pas-
sage in 2 Samuel is pretty bad and is a great
example of God using rape and child murder as
a punishment.

2 Samuel 12:11-14 "This is what the Lord

says: 'l am bringing trouble to you from your
own family. While you watch, I will take your
wives from you and give them to someone who
is very close to you. He will have sexual rela-
tions with your wives, and everyone will know
it. You had sexual relations with Bathsheba in
secret, but | will do this so all the people of Is-
rael can see it."" Then David said to Nathan, "I
have sinned against the Lord." Nathan an-
swered, "The Lord has taken away your sin.
You will not die. But what you did caused the
Lord's enemies to lose all respect for him. For
this reason the son who was born to you will
die."

> God even commanded a raped woman to
marry her attacker.

Deuteronomy 22:28-29 If a man meets a
virgin who is not engaged to be married and
forces her to have sexual relations with him
and people find out about it, the man must pay
the girl's father about one and one-fourth
pounds of silver. He must also marry the girl,
because he has dishonoured her, and he may
never divorce her for as long as he lives.

2. IT'SCLEAR THAT GOD REALLY
HATES WOMEN

> Aside from all the raping, even a quick
reading of the Bible reveals that God hates
women. This can be easily explained using cul-
tural context and by looking at who actually
wrote the Bible and when - but it seems if God
is perfect, he would teach people not to be sex-
ist. But in both the New and Old Testaments,
the Bible teaches us otherwise. In 1 Corinthi-
ans 14 and 1 Timothy 2, women are told not to
talk and Titus is practically a how-to manual
on being a good, quiet and submissive Chris-
tian woman. In fact, most of the epistles are to-
tally sexist.

1 Corinthians 14:34-36 Women should
keep quiet in the church meetings. They are not
allowed to speak, but they must yield to this
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rule as the law says. If they want to learn some-
thing, they should ask their own husbands at
home. It is shameful for a woman to speak in
the church meeting. Did God's teaching come
from you? Or are you the only ones to whom it
has come?

1 Timothy 2:9-12 Also, women should
wear proper clothes that show respect and self-
control, not using braided hair or gold or
pearls or expensive clothes. Instead, they
should do good deeds, which is right for
women who say they worship God. Let a
woman learn by listening quietly and being
ready to cooperate in everything. But | do not
allow a woman to teach or to have authority
over a man, but to listen quietly,

3. HE ALSO ISN'T TOO FOND OF
THE UNBORN, INFANTS AND CHIL-
DREN

> Not only does the Bible tell of infanticide,
abortion and child murder, it actually tells us
God, or his representatives at his behest, com-
manded it.

The prophet Hosea spoke of pregnant
women being ripped open and children being
torn to pieces because the nation of Israel had
"fought against God."

Hosea 13:16 The nation of Israel will be ru-
ined, because it fought against God. The peo-
ple of Israel will die in war; their children will
be torn to pieces, and their pregnant women
will be ripped open."

> And Jeremiah told of a time when God
would destroy the city and make people so
hungry that they would eat their kids.

Jeremiah 19:9 An enemy army will sur-
round the city and will not let anyone go out to
get food. | will make the people so hungry that
they will eat the bodies of their own sons and
daughters, and then they will begin to eat each
other.'

As an interesting side note, the historian
Flavius Josephus told of Jews starving in Jeru-
salem during the Roman siege of 70 CE who
actually did eat their own children.

... and perhaps one of the most disturbing is
Psalm (a song of celebration) 137 in which the
psalmist is proclaiming retribution by smash-
ing babies against rocks.

Psalm 137:8-9 People of Babylon, you will
be destroyed. The people who pay you back for
what you did to us will be happy. They will
grab your babies and throw them against the
rocks.

4. WHEN GOD LIKES YOU, YOU
CAN GET AWAY WITH ANYTHING

> King David, Cain, all the prophets, all the
apostles, Noah, Adam, King Saul - they all
committed atrocious acts of violence, greed,
sexism, racism, etc. You name it, at least one
of them did it, often multiple times. And yet
the Bible tells us God blessed them with
money and/or power and the apostles were the
ones who essentially established the Christian
religion.

5. When God doesn't like you, you're prob-
ably dead, and your death will probably be cre-
ative

> Lot's wife turned into a salty version of
her former self just because she looked back on
her hometown from which she was fleeing be-
cause - well,because God was vexed and was
destroying it with burning sulphur.

Genesis 19:26 At that point Lot's wife
looked back. When she did, she became a pillar
of salt.

> People got swallowed up by giant cracks
in the earth.

Numbers 16:32 The earth opened and
swallowed them and all their families. All Ko-
rah's men and everything they owned went
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down.

> 42 Kids got mauled by two mother bears
because they mocked the baldness of one of the
prophets (no joke).

2 Kings 2:23-24 From there Elisha went up
to Bethel. On the way some boys came out of
the city and made fun of him. They said to him,
"Go up too, you baldhead! Go up too, you
baldhead!" Elisha turned around, looked at
them, and put a curse on them in the name of
the Lord. Then two mother bears came out of
the woods and tore forty-two of the boys to
pieces.

... and a bonus: Mark 14 tells of a disciple at
the time of Jesus' arrest who was only wearing
a towel which was grabbed off him and he ran
away naked. Who was he? No one knows...in
the Bible is a naked mystery man.

Mark 14:51-52 A young man, wearing only
a linen cloth, was following Jesus, and the peo-
ple also grabbed him. But the cloth he was
wearing came off, and he ran away naked.

Where do Christians get the image of a lov-
ing, just God who wants to bless and heal peo-
ple and give them peace on earth and good will
toward men? It definitely isn't from a simple
reading of the Bible. Even though the Bible

continues to be a very highly sold book, it's
probably safe to say that most people, even
Christians, haven't read everything that's in it.
This alone makes it easy for Christian leaders
now and throughout history, to tell people
pretty much anything about God and get them
to believe it. And of course a benevolent god is
a being more appealing on which to establish a
religion.

The Bible contains many inconvenient sto-
ries, passages and lessons. This inconvenience
is even a reason apologists will give for its va-
lidity. The argument goes something like this,
‘If people wanted to invent a god and a holy
book, wouldn't it make sense to make it beau-
tiful and perfect? Its imperfection and difficult
passages are evidence that it's real.” Apologet-
ics aside, today in the developed world, most
of the more disturbing or unbelievable scrip-
tures in the Bible are explained away as ‘met-
aphor’ or ‘culturally unique > But the truth is
that there are some really messed up lessons in
the Bible that aren't limited to a handful of
weird verses, and the most sadistic behaviour
is modelled by God himself.

Atheist Republic [USA], June 2024
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ORIENT —

SOME PROBLEENMSIWITHIEAS TERIN:
PHILEOSOPHIES

Nicholas E Meyer

Much of the philosophical and religious
thought that may very loosely be categorised
as ‘Eastern’ endeavours to show people how to
‘liberate themselves’ both from the ego and
from step-by-logical-step thinking. This is a
deliberate abdication of precisely our most val-
uable attributes. Of course, it does not do this
because it is stupid - it isn’t. It chooses this path
because those attributes are admittedly imper-
fect. Unfortunately, this is like giving up en-
tirely on going to the doctor be-
cause medicine, too, is imperfect.

But this is not a solely philo-
sophical matter. It is also illumi-
nating to look at it from a political
perspective. Oriental philosophy
by and large enjoins accepting
things as they are, going along
with the flow - as exemplified by
the key Taoist concept of wu-wel,
‘not striving’ (among other trans-
lations), since any striving is re-
garded as counter-productive and surely des-
tined to fail. It hardly seems coincidental that
this is a philosophy arising among, and espe-
cially suited to, people who politically and so-
cially lacked much agency for change and,
hopefully, improvement.

To state it more bluntly: in this regard, it is
a philosophy tailored for vassals who are to be
kept in their place, and for political systems
that see evolutionary change as inherently bad.

A dynasty may be toppled and followed by
another dynasty, but the idea itself of being
ruled forever by dynasties (kingly or even of a
modern, more corporate type) is not to be ques-
tioned. Give me stasis, or I’ll give you death.

The above qualifications ‘very loosely’ and
‘by and large’ reflect the obvious fact that Ori-
ental religio-philosophical thinking is not mon-
olithic but varied. Yet, even granting this di-
versity, it would be inattentive not to notice
overall patterns. At the same time, parts of this
thinking are not exclusive to the
East, either. For one example,
just turn to the US’s late grand
old man of geopolitics, Henry
Kissinger, the heart of whose
political philosophy, as he made
clear in his book World Order,
was that something is good if it
keeps a lid on things. (He regret-
ted the French Revolution, for
example, not on any grounds re-
lated to whether people were
better or worse off because of it
- that was largely immaterial to him - but be-
cause it swept away a self-correcting European
order that had held since 1648.)

But again, the general pattern is that the
preference for immutability is more of an East-
ern than a Western thing; the West tends to see
stasis as stagnation. The major exception to
this dichotomy is in religion - specifically, re-
ligion defined not in association with a general
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system of philosophical thought, but with an
organised, hierarchical structure. Religion in
this form is always a tool for social control and
a belligerent guardian of the status quo in West
and East alike. (For social control, much of the
East hasn’t even needed it where a non-reli-
gion, Confucianism, has been there to perform
that role.)

According the ego its proper place is one of
the triumphs of Western thought. Having a
self-aware ego is our most basic treasure.

The West stands for a never-ending struggle
for change for the better, despite stumbles and
setbacks. A lot of bad things can be said about
the West (although such rather widespread im-
pressions as that imperialism or slavery are
uniquely Western traits are grotesquely misin-
formed). But the notion that it is better to seek
progress than to preserve existing conditions at
all costs is one that should genuinely be cher-
ished. This idea has allowed the West
to achieve progress in many areas - and to keep
working on its own, and others’, problems.

It is logical that populations which see no
chance of ever escaping a preordained hard lot
or severely subservient position will seek eva-
sion in mystical doctrines that take them away
from themselves and their reality. Conversely,
their adherence to such thinking helps keep the
systems that preordained their miserable posi-
tion in business. It’s a loop.

The West is also the birthplace of the self as
associated with an individual who is more than
a cog in the whole. That clearly doesn’t mean
that otherwise people don’t know who they
are; it means that they don’t define themselves
only in relation to a community which they
form part of and must, above all other consid-
erations, serve. Of course, a balance needs to
be struck between the individual and the group,
between the ego and the collective. (It should
be clear that ‘ego’ is herein used simply in the
sense of self-awareness, not in the Freudian
sense or that of an excessive self-regard.) But

the moral and practical imperative to be soli-
dary with others need not and should not mean
giving up the self. According the ego its proper
place is one of the triumphs of Western
thought. Having a self-aware ego is our most
basic treasure.

Wild, to-hell-with-the-others individualism
is bad - and so is the opposite extreme position,
that hell is me. (And that thus, | need to aban-
don or ‘transcend’ my ego. By the way, what a
contrast, quite coincidental of course because
the context is different, from Sartre’s ‘Hell is
other people.”) Every person born comes with
an ego. The alternative to coming to life, with
the attendant ego, would be to remain in noth-
ingness forever; the birth and the ego are a win
in a cosmic lottery that offers staggeringly low
chances. To throw the ego away is therefore an
appalling waste.

Why does Eastern philosophy want to jetti-
son it? Because it says the self - what Hinduism
calls atman, although equivalences in these
matters are seldom complete - stands in the
way of realising the true nature of reality. Two
points about this. First, it takes it for granted
that the ego could not, by being made aware of
the danger, in some way hold itself in check
and see things straight after all.

Second and more seriously still, what is that
true nature of reality which the ego allegedly
clouds? In that worldview, it is that we, along
with everything else, are just part of, or ema-
nations from, a mystical supreme entity or un-
changing ultimate essence, whose existence it
posits (Brahman, in Hinduism; Buddhism
doesn’t give it a name but believes in it). There
are many nuances to all this but in any case,
making a prior assumption of what is the ulti-
mate reality isn’t at all what we understand
by searching for reality. So, sacrificing the ego
to facilitate this ‘search’ is pointless.

Another reason that Eastern philosophy,
Buddhism in particular, asserts that the self is
an impossibility is that it is in eternal flux: our
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ego of a moment ago is gone with the moment
itself. (This goes for everything else; nothing
then really exists except in the actual now.)
This is in a way comparable to Zeno’s para-
doxes of motion and to the solipsist’s failure
to prove the existence of anything outside his
or her own mind.

As | have intimated in an earlier article on
persistent philosophical errors, in these matters
the shortcomings belong to philosophy, not re-
ality. In actuality, even as the philosophers
with such proclivities tie themselves into
knots, Achilles does catch up with the tortoise.
Things outside solipsists” heads do exist and
would do so whether solipsists themselves ex-
isted or not. And our self does manage to hold
on to itself despite being presented with the no-
tion that it was a different thing a moment ago.
(Let’s face it, worse things have happened to
our sense of self. We thought our organism was
singular, and it turns out that we are symbionts
with bugs, countless bugs, inside us. Yet here
our ego still is. The question of whether the mi-
nute creatures have their own little egos re-
mains open. But if they do, they should prize
them.)

Next comes the decisive matter of rational,
careful, step-by-step thought. The Oriental
religio-philosophical persuasion - again,
loosely defined - actively works to undercut or
at least bypass it. Instead, it puts its faith in a
direct apprehension of reality.

Why does the Eastern tradition distrust ra-
tional thinking?

Rational thought is one of our greatest prop-
erties as individuals and as a species. For
someone in the Western tradition, it feels silly
merely to state something so obvious. The fact
that increasing numbers of animals are finally
winning the acknowledgement that to varying
extents they too can think rationally, and not
just instinctively, and that they have degrees of
self-awareness that could be likened to an ego,
does not in any way diminish the paramount

importance of these gifts for us.

It is the West (why not say it more pre-
cisely? Greece) that is the birthplace of the es-
pousal of linear, rational thought for pursuing
any line of enquiry and even for its own sake -
and not mainly to create, justify, and extend re-
ligious or quasi-religious systems.

Why does the Eastern tradition distrust ra-
tional thinking? Because it feels that the lat-
ter’s way of categorising and labelling things
destroys their wholeness. It may have a point -
as long as this wholeness is understood only as
a possible complex and fragile inner connect-
edness, and not as some mystical attribute. But
it goes too far, not least with its underlying as-
sumption that only the wholeness is worth con-
sidering, not the inner workings.

Oriental thinking, with Buddhism to the
fore in this, also holds that the reality of the
world is simply too elusive, too full of com-
plexities for rational thought to stand a chance
with it. From this elusiveness and complexity -
and this is the crucial point - it reaches the con-
viction that it’s useless to try; Buddhism calls
the attempt to do so trishna, ‘grasping’.

Actually, that something is difficult does
not mean that it is necessarily impossible or
that it isn’t even worth attempting. Attempts to
show the inherent uselessness of ‘grasping’ via
analogies, like that of a fist trying to get hold
of itself or a net trying to catch water, beg the
question of whether those analogies are the ap-
propriate ones. Rational, ordered
thought does lead to greater understanding in
many cases - and even in cases in which ulti-
mate success is not reached, much may any-
way be learned during the attempt. Meanwhile,
the difficulty of the attempts is made greater by
the defeatist attitude inherent in ideas
of trishna and the like.

As usual, what is needed is to find a balance
(even if that itself may be difficult). Eastern
thinking could be less of a quitter when it dis-
covers that the world makes no effort to be
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readily understandable. And the Western line
of approach could be more welcoming of lat-
eral thinking and a hunch here and there. Rea-
son is indeed limited in several ways (it needs
to be tempered with compassion, we aren’t all
that good at it anyway, it should sometimes
stay out of the bedroom, and so on). And yet
our ability to be rational, or at least as rational
as we can manage, remains our best re-
source. Pace Oriental philosophy, no, it isn’t
doomed from the start.

A word (all right, a paragraph) about any
claims that Oriental thinking is a source of su-
perior ‘spirituality’ or ‘wisdom’. The very idea

that people were or are spiritually better off
when under the thumb of superstition or reli-
gious establishments or essentially escapist
philosophies is nonsense. However one may
feel about that, the proof is in the results: the
claims in question ring hollow in populations
provenly just as subject to brutal spasms of vi-
olence as those in the West.

One should abandon neither one’s self, nor
rational thought, nor the rational world - in-
stead, if able and willing to do anything about
them, one should work on improving them.

The Freethinker [UK], September 2024

HUMANIST MEETINGS IN IRELAND

BELFAST FREETHINKERS
Meeting quarterly, 8.00 p.m.
Holiday Inn, University St, Belfast
Contact: Roger Kelly 0777 858 3435
roger.kelly.2@ntlworld.com

NORTH DOWN HUMANISTS

1st Sunday of month, 11.00 a.m.
Coffee Cure, Bangor Castle
Contact: Andy Barr, 078 889 20063

NORTH DUBLIN HUMANIST
COMMUNITY

3rd Monday of month

Contact: Alan Tuffery
atuffery@tcd.ie

SOUTH DUBLIN HUMANIST COMMUNITY
(SDHC)

Contact: 086 857 2005

Janielazar@gmail.com

Mailing List: southdublinhumanistcommunity

HUMANIST ASSOCIATION OF IRELAND
Meeting at rotating venues
Details: humanism.ie/ HAI Facebook Page

WESTPORT HUMANISTS
2nd Sun of month,12.30 p.m.
Whyatt Hotel

Contact: Seamus O’Connell 087 245 3536/098
50802 shayoc37@gmail.com

CORK HUMANISTS
Contact: Geraldine O’Neill 086 812 8892
Web: corkhumanists.weebly.com

CORK CITY HUMANISTS

1st Thu of each month, 7.30 p.m.
Contact: Dominic Moore 087 231 0838
corkhumanists@gmail.com

WEST CORK HUMANISTS
westcorkhumanists@gmail.com

KERRY HUMANIST GROUP

Thu, once per month, Tralee Dev. Project,
Rock Bus. Pk.

Contact: Claire O’Mahony, 086 245 2576
omahonycc@gmail.com

NORTH COAST HUMANISTS
2nd Mon of each month Ballysally Cmty

Centre, Coleraine

Contacts: Keith Johnston, 44 7724 424620
keith@kjohnston.co.uk

Brendan Mullen, 44 7740 047 046

HUMANISTS WEST (GALWAY)
Last Sun of month, 12.00 noon
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Garden Room, Ardilaun House Hotel, Taylor’s Contact: Peter O’Hara 086 815 5102
Hill, Galway info@midwesthumanists.com
Contact: Sheila Garrity 086 603 5104 Web: midwesthumanists.com

spgarrity@hotmail.com /

: . NORTH WEST HUMANISTS
humanistswest@gmail.com

2nd Tuesday of month, 7.30 p.m.
Radisson Hotel, Sligo

KILKENNY HUMANIST GROUP Contact: Gill Bell 087 295 8206
2nd Wed of month, 8.00 p.m. humanistgb@gmail.com
Langton House Hotel, Kilkenny

Contact: Patrick Cassidy 089 463 0005 WATERFORD HUMANISTS

3rd Monday of month, 7.30 p.m.
Phil Grimes Pub, John St, Waterford
Contact: Teresa graham22@gmai

patrickacassidy@gmail.com

MID-WEST HUMANISTS -
LIMERICK, CLARE, TIPPERARY
3rd Wednesday of month in Limerick -0-
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