
Notes on the first Rethinking Security conversation 

Altogether thirty-two people came together in Bath Friends Meeting House on April 
20th for the first of three ‘Rethinking Security’ conversations. We’d been expecting 
23, so that was great. 

After a welcome and a brief explanation of the origin and purpose of the 
Ammerdown Group, we watched Celia McKeon’s TED talk 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xTBYcSL3MrI , which got an extremely positive 
response.  

We then organised ourselves into four groups to discuss our responses to that, in 
conjunction with the summary Security for the Future paper that had been circulated 
before the meeting and then to move into an exchange of our own ideas. The room 
was very quickly buzzing and we could have continued in our groups for a long time 
more.  

After a few minutes of extra time we came together again to hear from each other 
some of the main strands of thought from the different groups. (The organisers had 
decided not to have group reports as such, since that can be time consuming and use 
up most of the space for further discussion; but of course it’s a matter of swings and 
roundabouts and doing it this way meant that some ideas from individuals and 
groups never got an airing, so I’d be very happy to collect the missing bits from 
anyone who wants to send me them* and send out an appendix to this summary.) 

I hope I captured the main thoughts that emerged from this final plenary session on 
flipchart. Here’s what I had, in the order given: 

 There are almost insurmountable difficulties to be overcome but also 
empathy, love and belief in equality as power for change 

 Here in our conversations we have felt the security to disagree 
 Statistically, across the world people are safer now than ever before, but 

there are haves and have-nots and if you’re in the latter group that’s not 
much comfort 

 There are differences in language and philosophy. Some see things in black 
and white, good or bad terms; others as all a mixture of both.  

 It may be easier to believe in equality if you see others and their ways of 
thinking as a mixed bag like your own, which can be unifying.  

 Human beings are naturally belligerent. 
 According to current genetic science, sociability and cooperation are human 

beings’ strongest point 
 Progress is possible but economic and cultural problems stand in the way [the 

point about the economic divide was reiterated later] 
 That sociability and cooperation can be used to good or bad effect 
 It’s ideas that count, the way we think that makes the difference [culture 

again] 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xTBYcSL3MrI


 The polarisation of wealth between the West and the rest – and greed – are 
matched by a polarisation of ideas 

 We desperately need dialogue and the internet leads to exchanges that are 
not dialogical because there’s no real live, active listening  

 We need to talk with ‘the other’ and reach out to people who are different 
from us 

 Open-handedness involves vulnerability 
 We need good energy, not negative thinking 
 The war culture is like a forest fire. To set it ablaze you need the wood, a spark 

and wind. The wind is the huge vested interests (what US President 
Eisenhower called ‘the military-industrial complex’) of those who will gain 
from war and they have a vested interest in making us feel insecure   

 Fear is indeed growing and Europe has become a gated community 
 If you ask ‘What’s the biggest problem for Europe?’, ‘Immigration’ is the 

answer that comes up, but if you ask an individual about what’s the biggest 
problem for them, that won’t be the answer. There’s a storyline that’s 
creating a sense of insecurity 

 We need to talk to one another. Hearing other people’s stories can change the 
way we see them 

 We do need to think about the protection of others in some situations 
 Preventing or defusing violence before it gets going should be our first aim  
 We need to draw on all forms of Conflict Transformation to address violence 

and resolve conflict  
 Some people are very keen to talk about the ‘poor accountability’ of DFID and 

‘wasted money’, yet they don’t seem to talk about the terrible waste of 
warfare, which dwarfs any other 

 The mass media have a hugely negative influence and manipulate the way 
things are seen and distort the truth    

 Gender and militarism are closely related. After war, women are expected to 
bear unreasonable burdens in the recovery process. Non-gendered 
approaches are better. All should participate equally 

 

We could have gone on for a lot longer but stopped, by agreement, at 9.15, after a 
brief introduction to the second meeting on May 18th, which will pick up the threads 
and move on to explore ideas for moving in a different direction in UK security policy. 
It felt as if this first meeting had been appreciated and that there was enthusiasm for 
the next. 

Thank you all! Diana. 

 

(*Please send any comments or notes to Diana c/o info@bathstopwar.org.uk) 
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