The philosophical assumptions of the AHRC appear identical to those that undergird the Humanist Manifesto. 
Why should humanistic values and beliefs be given precedence over all others? 
Is the aim of the AHRC to bring about de-facto recognition of Humanism as the state religion of Australia?
On what grounds do humanists claim that their notions of right and wrong are the only correct ones?
One has only to witness ‘Carols by Candlelight’ each Christmas in almost every suburb and country town, as well as on national television to understand the dominant influence of Christianity in our national heritage.        
Humanism’s claim to surplant Christianity because it champions tolerance comes not from its Darwinian survival-of-the-fittest foundation but from its parasitic grafting onto a Christian world view.

It is inconsistent for Islamic leaders in Australia to push for religious tolerance or anti-vilification type legislation, when in countries where Islam dominates, other religions are persecuted, or even forbidden. Militant Buddhist are persecuting other religions in Sri Lanka, Militant Hindus are doing the same in India. Militant Christians are not persecuting anyone in Australia, or elsewhere to the best of my knowledge. What is more Christians in Australia allow Muslims the right to preach that Christians are infidels and worthy of death.
The historical champions of religious tolerance were protestant Christians, it is they who have lead us to our freedoms, not humanists, who are proving to be intolerant of all those who disagree with them.            Totalitarian humanism, enforced by law will undo our freedoms and further limit our rights.

Yours sincerely, 
Jim Wilson 
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