Inquiry into the Definition of

Charities and Related Organisations

Parkes   ACT

My presentation is centred on society's need to concisely and nationally define the work 'religion' in law.  The majority of referenced argument is made in attachment 3.  Although that paper is specifically directed at one government, the reasoning is relevant to your inquiry - and other governments.

A concise and legal definition is needed because to give privileged positions to a person or institution simply on his, her or its claim to have "a belief in a supernatural Being, Thing or Principle" (!) as is presently done is completely illogical, socially dangerous and appalling from the point of view of knowledge, reason and truth.  Truth is:  the reality upholds the hypothesis.

Psychosis and neurosis are real illnesses but the 'visions' of a psychotic person or the voices heard in a psychotic brain does not mean that illusions and delusions have social value - as against medical value.  Most claimed believers are not so ill, being, really, just passive accepters of the doctrines they were taught as trusting children or weak hypocrites held by peer pressures.

There is not a single supernatural being, thing or principle on this planet or in any way connected with it.  That is a truth.  There may be (are) many wonderful natural powers and things, some/such beings (human and otherwise) and a few such principles, but, I repeat, there is nothing that is super-natural.  Ignorance of arrogance or vested interest, governmental or otherwise, does not justify or qualify anybody to assert the contrary - and to get benefit from that assertion.

Therefore I contend, as have and do millions of other persons, that such belief as you and other "authorities" inscribe and cater to (Issues Paper, 24) is not rational and should not be legally nor illegally recognised in "organisations" or personal privileges.  Such belief is merely intellectual weakness and a foolish conceit.  Some believers may be so mentally sick as to need help to function (or to need restraining) but re-inforcing their delusions is not how they or society will be helped.  Nor is being helped, here or abroad.

Civil governments must cease extolling and supporting irrationality.  Define religion, correctly, as wholly and only personal and individual.  Do not allow and such belief to socialise into any legally recognised corporate 'religious' body or 'religious' charitable group.  Allow no financial grant or concession, or public space, place or property to religion:  no rates-privileged vicarage, bishop's palace or house of worship.  NOTHING.  Strike a clear legal line between religion and charity.  That is my (our) demand.  When that distinction is made; religion (delusion) = individual and unprivileged; civil charity - communal and supported, Australian society at least will get the shake up it needs - as does the whole world - and with the better thinking that such a change would bring (after some of the squeals had died) it may be that the increasing cataclasm affecting the globe will be apprehended sooner rather than later this century or next.

I include three attachments.  1.  A small example of the increasing numbers and irrationalisms of claimed religions and an inkling of the troubles they cause.  2.  A copy of a past work; 'The Rational Calendar', to lend support generally, and for the second essay there is, titled 'Free thinking', particularly.  3.  A critical paper, 'The Department of Hypocrisy, Queensland Government', which explains itself and is very pertinent to my case and your Inquiry.

I conclude with one questions:  Why do "churches" and "theological colleges" get not none, not one, but two bites of our public civil body by being classified as both 'charity' and 'religious organisation' (I.P. 17-19 & 24-28)?  It is certainly time for a shake out of that huge scam vaguely called and privileged as 'religion'.

We free thinkers are entitled to a long overdue freedom from religion.  Taxes, rates, property and other concessions to 'religions' were estimated some years ago to cost, in lost public revenue, over $2000 per year per capita in this country. 

Please note my new address and forgive this tiny lateness of response.   Sorry

S.C.W Stokes

