Should Atheists Debate Theists?
by Herb Silverman
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in the Foreword to my autobiography, The Candidate Without
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prepared to die for their beliefs. Herb’s answer was
devastatingly succinct: ‘9/11.’”
I’ve become more sympathetic toward religious fundamentalists who want to convert me because I now see why
it’s so important to them. Since I came to atheism through
following what I consider to be a sensible, evidence-based
path, it doesn’t much matter to me whether others adopt my
position. For Christian fundamentalists, on the other hand,
eternal life is at stake. And for many of them, that’s more
important than life itself. I find such a worldview odd at best,
and potentially dangerous, but I understand that they want to
“save” me from hell.
I also understand why some Christian fundamentalists
want nothing to do with to me. They have taken to heart II
Corinthians 6:14:
Believers must not commune with unbelievers. What
fellowship hath righteousness with unrighteousness,
light with darkness, believers with infidels?
On the other hand, I like finding ways to get along with
people with whom I have significant disagreements. Instead
of bashing each other, I suggest organizing the kind of group
we once formed in Charleston, South Carolina. Several

Baptists and Secular Humanists decided to meet periodically
for conversation and refreshments, simply to get to know one
another and learn about different perspectives and world
views. We gave ourselves the acronym BaSH (Baptists and
Secular Humanists). Our goal was to find common ground,
without attempting conversion. We succeeded, and managed
to disagree without being disagreeable.
An article about BaSH appeared in our local paper, The
Post and Courier. The article’s title was “Squared off, but not
angry.” First Baptist Church Pastor Lamar King said that we
were more tolerant than many on the Religious Right.
Another Southern Baptist was quoted as saying about our
discussions, “It really makes me sharpen my thinking and
question what it is I really believe and how I can put my
beliefs forward in such a way that’s attractive and not
offensive to people.”
These Southern Baptists wanted to prove to us that they
can be reasonable. They proved their case, but shortly
thereafter Pastor King lost his job. Assuming that his public
comments about secular humanists was a factor in his being
fired, it appears that there weren’t enough like-minded
congregants at his church. This should indicate to all
concerned that atheists are more tolerant than Southern
Baptists.

Freethought Society President’s Ohio Speaking Tour
The Center for Inquiry’s Northeast Ohio affiliate recently
teamed with the Cleveland Humanist Alliance (CHA) and the
Cleveland Freethinkers to host Freethought Society (FS)
founder and president Margaret Downey as a two-day
speaker. They shared transportation and hotel fees to bring
Downey into town.
On Friday, September 20, 2019, Downey delivered a
presentation about the 80-year struggle of Women’s Suffrage.
Center for Inquiry Northeast Ohio's VP of programming
Mark Tiborsky said:
“Our 2019 Humanism Awards Banquet had a theme
— the 100th anniversary of women’s suffrage. When I
saw that one of the presentations Downey offered was
on that very topic, I thought her talk would be perfect
for the banquet. And it was! We were treated to a very
interesting and informative presentation that was
loaded with great visuals. Downey’s talk was very well
received, and everyone in attendance came away with
a better knowledge of the history of the Women’s
Suffrage Movement.”
On Saturday, September 21st, Downey
spoke about the FS Tree of Knowledge project.
CHS’s founder and organizer Megan Denman
said:
“Margaret Downey’s presentation about the
Tree of Knowledge deeply inspired a segment
of the secular population of Cleveland. We
were moved to share a positive, meaningful
Winter celebration and to be counted
alongside our religious brothers and
sisters.”

Below is a photo of Downey speaking at the Cuyahoga
County Library. Downey is available for other speaking
engagements and has many topics from which organizations
and groups may choose. Please see her bio and topic list at
the two links below:
https://centerforinquiry.org/speakers/downey_margaret/
https://americanhumanist.org/what-we-do/speakers-bureau/
margaret-downey/
To arrange for Downey to speak at your venue, please
contact her at: Margaret@FtSociety.org. She is particularly
eager to book speeches about The Women’s Suffrage
Movement, as 2020 marks the 100th year anniversary of
women finally obtaining full voting rights in the United
States. “The history and details of the Women’s Suffrage
Movement should never be forgotten, and my goal is to tell
the story in an entertaining and educational way,” Downey
said.
Downey is in discussion regarding the
possibility of delivering Women’s Suffrage
speeches to Orange County, California and Las
Vegas, Nevada Girl Scout of America (GSA)
troops. She is hoping to be scheduled at many
more GSA locations across the nation.
FS supporters are encouraged to contact local
Girl Scout Troops to suggest that they host
Downey as a speaker. Reimbursement of hotel
and all travel expenses are required. Donations
can be sent to FS earmarked for a GSA
Women’s Suffrage speaking spon-sorship.
Donate at: www.ftsociety.org/donate/

