




















ALTRUISM AND COLLECTIVISil

Aitruism, the ethical concept which requires the individual to live for others' is
the moral keystone oi CfriiiliunitV. Ii is precisely '.the moral injunction against

self-jnterest promoted OV ttre altiuist ethic which permits, and in fact' fosters the

rise of authoritarian collect'ivism. The dislocation of authority over. one's own

ljfe to some "higl1uri;uni iniomp.er'ensible authority such as God and the attendant

transfer of real power to other persons has been kelnly understood by the priest
class since ancient times. The ,uru *".hinjsm of power transfer - that is taking

away the authoritV oi if're individuai ovei tris or h'er own 1ife by the use of an in-
comprehensible, non-objective concept, such as socjal welfare-is un'iversally employ-

ed by governmental bureaucrats today.

0nce the ind.ividual is made to feel moral shame for the pursuit of self-interest'
there is no end to the *ivs ln which the altruists and collectivjsts can milk hjm

for his product. rne-natirat and healthy tendency for ind1viduals to act jn their
own self-interest tr.fu.ui i; iil inOiviiuil's cr'eation of value, however' in an al-
tru.ist-collectivitt.riiri., the individual is made to feel shame and gui1t for this'

In a vague way, most individuals have been made to feel that they should live for
others - that the hjghest form of moral action is self-denial' The ultjmate expres-

sion of this beliet il-"pitomized in the crucifixion of Christ, who js supposed to

have died for "our rint;'. Although it is self-evident to a rational being that jt
is impossible for one individual io l ive in place of another; mjllions of.Christ'ians
p.rrili-in-the beliei tnat thjs is pottibl". Discreet jndiv.idual identity can be

the oniy basis for rorui-u.iorntabiiity lince moral choice is the conscious' and

purpol.irf Olstinction between values, thus 1ogica11y, requiring a single and separ

-ate (discrete) choicemaker'

The contradjction lies in the attempt to make the individual responsible for the

lives of others ana [v int..un." tor 6e actions of others, whjle at the same time

requ.iring the indiuiAi,ui t; b; responsible for his own actions' This is logically
impossible.

Essentially, the altruist cornmandment to live for others, be'ing your brother's
keeper, requi.es lrii-on;;; |g;il;iiut" to" the actjons, non-a'tions and misactions

of others. Not onfV"it"ifii irpbiliUi", ii it undesillbler Assuming that the al-
truist commandment were adhered, everyone would be collectjvely responsible for eY-

eryone. 0nce laentiiiea, the ajtruisi prem'ise is-obviously absurd but in fact' the

concept of collective responsibility is' ianaticatty reit;rated and unquestioningly
accepted in a mYriad of forms.

It is not too difficult to understand why some persons find the altruist ethjc de-

sirabte when gr" u.iJii jiu.iii" reiurtiirg from'its,app_lication is examined. First
one must understand that when everyone is-responsible for your life, you .lose re-

sponsibility ou". yorii.li, and thus authority over your.chojces. Theoretical'ly' in
such a system 

"uuryonu 
has authority over othirs but not over themselVes thus' in

effect, iu"ryon. i! morally enjoinei to live other peopi.es-lives but not their fr{n'

In fact, what Aoes olcu., "is i[at relatively few inbiviOuals have tremendous author-

ity to control tfre iives'of others' nitnor"gfr many are not willing to be responsible

for their own actions; there are those who iovet authority over the lives of others'
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christianity, and in fact, most othei forms of mysticism, gloss over^ in an aci offaith, .the unabridgeable logical chasm which exists between col lective responsibi 1-ity and individual moral choice. Thus, what results in the actual functioning ofaltruist-collectivist society in which the mystical argument from authority rs trans-lated into secular law and custom, js the enforced reiension of fu11 responsjbility
by the individual with neariy total d'ivestiture of individual authonity. 'fssential-
1y' the altruist-collectivist system wants you to live and produce as iong as it is
not for yourself.

LogicallY, altruism means that the individual is to live for al l other persons buthimself. Under this system the concept of self-ownership, and thus property, can,rotexist, since the individual has no moral right to his or her own life - rnuc"h les, aright to the products of that I ife.

In being required to live for others it logically follows from the doctrine of al-
truism that one does not relate to others on the basis of objective merit but on the
basis of need. Trading value for value whjch requires determining the objective
nerj t of the i ndi vidual 's product or service impl ies sel f- interest thus contiadict-ing the essential meaning of altruist doctrjne. Need, rather than merit, becomesthe moral coin in the altruist system. An individual gains in moral statuie to theextent to which he or she is in need, but paradoxically, the individual who can and
does provide for himself or herself falls from grace.

Altruism in itself vrould appear to be a logical ly impotent and thus harmless doctrine - at least one which would not appeai to rational human beings and one wh,-h
would affect only a small cult of masochists. One would expect thii to be so rn.rfree society but this .is not the case in present world society. There are well cver
a half biI lion Christians who adhere, if not explicitly at least intplicitly, in
their unquestioning second-hand acceptance of self-denial and sel f sacr.ifjce.

Altrujsm and coilectivism in their vari0us forms permeate every society on thjsplanet. tvery individua.l is to some extent a victim of the lnjustice perpetrated
under this system. The br'rthright to,live one's life free from ioercion bf biilionsof indjviduals for thousands of years has been stolen by the witch doctors of myst-jcism and the Attr'las of State power. And yet, masses of indjviduals continue to
march obediently to the slaughter of their lives. The reason for this obedjence anddocility lies in the enormous endoctrination process. From infancy the indivjdualis taught to accept the vaiues of the group and to avoid .independent thought. All
mediums of cultural expression employ the royal plural "we" or the royal [ossess]ve"our" as if everyone had an implied involvemlnt and obligation in the affairs of the
"race", "society" and the "nation". 0ne rarely, if ever] hears,,speak for yourself
- not for me" or "by what right do you speak for anyone else,,.

Thus, the individual learns to bear the burden of collective responsibility and
more often than not, collective responsibiiity is wielded to intervene coeicivelyin the life of others. Therq js no moral barrier to initiating force as long as itpurports to be for someone else's good.

Most altruist-collectivists, however, do not confront their vjctims directly,
but increasingly resort to the agency of the State to enfringe on the rights ofothers. They feel that a crime is somehow absolved if it is perpetrated c6llect-ively through the will of the majority - through "democratic procedure". Having
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relegated higher decjsions to faith and being stung by the resulting failure at all
levels of their lives, and hounded by indefjnable anxietjes, the A-C personality
develops a herd mental ity. Having I jttle confidence in their own judgement, they
watch for new "trends", "sty1es", for what is r'in". They listen cautiously to
"opinion formers" and avjdly watch "trend setters" before acting.

0n the interpersonal level, the A-C personality is manipulative and coercive. Re-
lationships tend to be based on implied and tacit obligations rather than explicit
understanding. Weakness, dependency and "need" are stressed rather than strength,
lndependence and productivity. Personal insecurities are covertly traded for veiled
desjres to dominate. Security is gained by enslaving someone through collectivist
legal and social pressures, as weli as by altruistic bonding and implied obligation
to children. The irrationalities of A-C famiiy life form a microcosm of A-C society
and the coercive State. (See "Breaking Up the Altruist-Collectivist Fami1y", QUEST,
Apri 1/May I 975) .

Intimate relations between A-C personalities are not based on rational self-interest
or on free competition, rather they are attempts to ensnare and control another per-
son. This is reflected in the proscription of having sexual relations w'ith other
partners. The essential psychological poverty of the A-C personality is reflected
in a general inabjlity to maintain several simultaneousiy intense relationships.
This is not very feasible when one considers that intimate relationships between A-C
types are essential 1y that existing between a beggar and a master. Beggars can
rarely afford to be choosy.

Altruism as dn ethical premise.is based on an anterior metaphysical premise that hu:
man nature is essentially evil. Renrember that the "original sin" derives from hav-
ing tasted the fruit of knowledge. Essentially, in biblical terms, the greatest
evil consists of gaining knowledge to take command over one's own life for one's own

purposes. For only God (and his prjests) can know what true purpose one's life js
to serve. Thus, the essential evjl in Chrjstianity is the human desire to know.
This is not surprising in the 1 ight of al truist doctrine.

Christianity openly demands the replacement of reason with faith. By definition,
fai th means bel ief in the unproven or undemonstrable. Psychological ly, and of
course intellectually, this reduces the indiv'idual's ability to clajm authority over
his own life or his desjre to be responsible for his actions. Thus reason based on
logic is reduced to a narrow "common sense" for less important matters;whereas,value
choices of the highest order are left to blind far'th. As contradictions resulting
from the loss of integrity in values mount to overwhe.lming proportions in the life
of the individual, the tendency is to further evade rational conceptual thought and
to resort to faith.

Christjan altruism breeds a way of life based on weakness, despair and violence. It
is a tragic view of life which produces jts own self-fulfilling tragedjes. 0n the e-
motional level it fosters a tendency to blame others for one's own incapacities.
"After a11", goes the impl ied rationalization, "I wouldn't be the kind of person I
am if my needs had been met". Thus, under the altruist ethic an individual is pre-
disposed from childhood to shift responsibility to others. But paradoxically' the
altruist code leads one to claim increasing authority over the lives of others, es-
pecially over others who are productive. Claims are advanced to an ever-widening
ring of implied obligations to which otheli ndividuals are implicitly bound under
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the altruist ethic, not only by indivjduals, but by large grgups. The tendency is
to make ever-expanding claims over the lives of other individuals.

The psychological tendency produced by altruism to depend on others for one's self-

";L;;, io *it" false and-unbased claims on others for one's own failings has signi'
fjcant ramifjcatjons in the way in which individuals operate togetheLin groups.
The altruistic personality whiih will be referred to here as "altruoform" (molded in
altruism) is strongly inclined to function under the collective cover of a group'
Aside from the faci ihat 

"norrous 
pressures are generated in the structure of A-C

society compelling the individual to seek self-validatjon, physical support and pro-
tection and'expreisjon in a collective context; the ultimate force perpetuating this
system is generated within the psyche of masses of individual altruoforms.

The altruoform, unable to formulate a consistent set of values is ultimately unable
to make consistent decisjons especially on important questions of morality. This is
relegated to convenient centers of authority which are beyond his deve.loped 1eve1 of
compiehension. The altruoform l ives with a sense of furtive guilt and a sense of
unfulfjl.lment marked by an anxious restlessness. The altruoform vaguely senses the

lack of an objectively knowable basis for his or her self-esteem, thus their lives
are marked by-a despeiate need to find external validation - to gain self-esteem in

the eyes of bthers. 0bviously this Ieads to a false sense of self-esteem (which in
a heaithy jndividual - can only come from the jndividual's own capacity to .evaluate
him or hlrself consistent wjth realr'ty) and more often the altruoforms find them-

selves arbitrapily judged on the basis of unexplained or unexplainable premises' or
in fact on no premiies-at all. Thus, the altruoform drifts further away from an
'internal ability to reason into what is perceived to be a world of unresolvable
personal abuse ind violence. In most cases the altruoforms resign themselves to
'going along' with collective opinion.

However, in many instances, the altruoform personality resorts to violence - after
all theie are n-o rules or at least no way of knowing - thus force rules' Might
makes right. Thus, the appearance of strength of one leader or of organized
masses aisuaget the personal jnsecurity and lack.of self-esteem which the altruoform
feels about iis or her ljfe. The altruoform comes to depend on groups for all mean-

ing in iife. In point of fact, the altruoform js alienated from himself or herself-
fr6m his or her own discarded or never developed faculties of rational judgement.

Thus, when one dissects the affiliations of an altruofonm one finds dependencies on

numeious col lective categories of sexual, racial, ethnic, po1 itical , geographical '
astrological, chronologiial, and morphological nature but no reference to an inte-
grated ionception ot selt. Although a healthy i'ndividual might employ any 0r even

all of these as descriptors of secondary or tertiary consequence communicating
hjs or her values to oihers; the primary core of his or her "self" would be present-
ed as a conscious, purposive and independent identity.

In the social sphere, the dependence on collective identity leads to terrible con-
tuqrencet. fnii leads to a sjtuation jn which an increasing number of persons feel
tnat the world owes them a liv'ing and are willing to coerce others into "sharing the
wealth". Histolically and inteliectually, Christian altruism has jnduced and com-

plemented the pise of collectivism and authoritarianism. Collectivism js the gener-
'ic term for variant forms of totalitarian authoritarianism such as communism and na-

tional socialjsm. There js very f ittle difference between these forms of collecti-
vism - they all sacrifice the right of the individual to some other entity such as
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Society, the State, or the Race. An individual's right to life and property js al-
ways sLcondary to a 'higher' good, however that may be conceived.

Thus "from each according to his ability, to each according to his needs" which em-

bodies the essential coniept of the economic redistributjon of value in cormunjst
society, is nothing more than the applicat'ion and enforcement of the Christian al-
truisfethic. Beiig morally bound to be your brother's keeper is in reality being
your brother's slav6. 0nce one accepts the altruist ethic in principle, that .one'siite is not one's own to ljve, then whatever liberty and happiness one enjoys js the
result of historical accident and not from the application of consistent principle-

In historical terms, the ideological progenitor of modern collectivism, Marxism,
came about as a reaction to the only rational system of politjcal economy ever creat
-ed by mankind - capita1ism. Essentjally, free market capitalism never existed as a

pure iystem, but elements of economic rationality which vastly increased the stand-
ard of living in the world, were the result of the rjse of philosophical reason
during the R6naissance. However, it was Christian a'ltruism and the reaction of con-
servaiive intellectuals such as Hege1, Kant and Marx whjch aborted the rjse of an

integrated moral philosophy based on individualism and reason. Christjan altruism
provided the morai rottenness which permitted the acceptance of Marx's perverted
thesis advocating the looting of individuals by c1ass. 0nce the jndividual accepts'
even in principle, that he has no right to ljve his own life for his own sake, then
jt is logically impossible to repudiate the jdea that he should be living.his.or her
life for "sociity". The past hundred years is mainly a hjstorica'l magn'ification of
this fraud.

Thus, it is not surprising that many clergy are in open sympathy with the socialist
movement or at least jts "ideals". The only real difference of opjnion, centers on

whether one should sacrifice his life for others because of God or the State. In
any case, al1 agree that selfishness is the vjlest of evils.

0ver the last century, a fusion of elements has taken place between Christian altru-
ism and va!"'ious secular forms of collectivism. l^lhereas altruism more specifically
tends to promote deep afflictions in the 'intellectual and emotional areas of hLrnan

ljfe; it is complemented by collectivjsm which translates altruist premises into
economicso law, politics and geopolitics.

Thus, the complex of altruist-collectivism in various forms dominates the world to-
day. No society or poiity presently exists which is founded on the principles of
non-initiation of foice and self ownership. There are countries such as Swjtzerland
whjch tend to recognize'indivjdual property rights on certajn levels more than oth-
ers but all are based on coercion and jnvoluntary servitude.

Among the most cormonly practiced forms of involuntary servitude are: taxation,
miljlary conscription,- compulsory school attendance, and eminent domain. The basic
moral premise validating these acts of aggression commjtted against tens of millions
of individuals is altruism.

It is the tragically wrong idea that the indjv'idual has an iry]leg -obligation to
other ind'ividlals - an obiigation that has not been accepted expl'icitly and voluntar
-jly - which js the majn cause for war, poverty and injustice. It is oniy necessary
to look at the contemporary Un'ited States to demonstrate the relationship between
the institutions produced 

-by altruist-collectivism and the troubles afflicting'its
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ci tizens.

InvolvementjntheVjetnarrrVJdry;.].-b'l,jt'llor:,|':).e|ll ;i,,,1: ,jn.q -rn

the United States had a col lectjve oblr!al j;n t,, jlls;'r7gr,q t,n' i:tcir.:, of !trr
indochinese people. Moreover, the l\,dr \r/as carrjed out through *'he use cl nassive
slave labor through military conscription and taxation. No government could canr',
out this war of foreign involvement on a voluntary basis or irore fundamentall',, 'rrth-out the deep-rooted and pervas i ve psychos i s of a l trui srn.

The threat of thermonuclear extermination is a djrect product of the massive author-
ity granted to the State in the Un.ited States or as taken by force in the Sovjet
Union and Chjna. It is the moral validation of altru.ist-collectivism yrhich provides
the false authority under which the bureaucratic leaders of these superstates ar-
rogate to themselves the right to gamble with the ljves of bill.ions of individuals.
More cogently, it is the passive acceptance of their authority to do so by their
subject populations which permits these "leaders" to proceed.in such a self-assured
manne r.

Environmental problems in all economies result from a fajlure to enforce individual
life and property rights and the institution of public ownership over'large land ar-
eas and air and water bodies. It is taxation which has led to the overconstruction
of highways and the artificial subsidies for the automobile industry. In turn, emi-
nent domain, the right of the State to confiscate property in the name of the "pub-
lic aood", has fac'ilitated the monstrous growth not only of highways but of public
instjtutions of all kinds. This has led to deterioration of whole neighborhoods and
citjes. The growth of public "property" has eroded the productive base of the econ-
omy thus aggravating poverty and inflation. Thousands of homes have been destroyed
by urban renewal and with it the local character 0f old settlements.

It is the lack of private ownership over rivers and lakes which has permitted the
dumping of raw sewage by public municipal governments. It js the leasing of public-
ly owned range lands and forest areas which has led to their deterioration by users
who have no vested interest in maintaining these resources.

The overbuilding of suburban areas directly results from the forced subsidization of
roads, artificial low interest rates enforced by government for new homes, subsidies
for municipal bonds, forced property taxes for the building of new schools, sewers,
and ut'iljties and artificial zoning destroying the organic development of local
neighborhoods. Thus, the problem of "urban sprawl" results as in the case of other
major problems, from a bureaucrat's concept of what at one time was to have consti-
tuted the "public good" or "common good".

Economic poverty can only be resolved by increasing the efficiency and output of
production not by the altruistjc redistribution of income and wealth. Collectivists
employ the altruist doctrine t0 scapegoat productive indjvjduals while using the
political muscle of the poor to enrich themselves through graft and selling politi-
cal favors. Poverty is directly attributable to the parasitism of col lectivist
bureaucrats who squander enormous sums of unearned loot to'increase thejr own pres-
ti ge.

Unlike "capitalist" entrepreneurs, bureaucrats are under no pressure tr rtroduce:
profit by competitively satisfying the real derland for rtcod; .rn-l serv jce-q. 3ureau-
crats create artificial "needs" for "s0cial services" br' i;rar,;pulatinq tbc rrlrcl,!rri:
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of the gullible and the frustrated all under the false cover provided by the altru-
ist ethic.

Ironically, it is the poor who have the most to gain by ridding themselves of altru-
ist-col leitivism who permit themselves to be manipulated by political power brokers
and interest group jugglers. The poor who are often unski'lled and less educated are
hurt by njnjmum wage and labor unjon protective legislatjon which have the net ef-
fect of forcing miilions of workers out of the market as a result of the artificial
overpricing of I abor. This has the triple effect of raising prices -for goods and
servjces, ieducing the number of iobs and creating an added rationale fbr more taxes
to aid the "disadvantaged".

Unemployment and endemic poverty, created and aggravated by government.jntervention
are usei as pretexts for increasing the amount of economic redistrjbution through
various welfare programs. This reduces the amount of capital for investment and re-
duces the incentjve for increased worker productivity as "seniority" and tenure in-
creasingly replace the standard of conpetitive merit. Under this system more per-
sons are being supported by fewer workers who have less incentive to produce. Fewer

and poorer goods and services are produced at higher prices, thus aggravating the
cycle of poverty.

The effect of the altruist ethjc on crjme and police protection has been devastating.
The desire to protect the individual from himself and the authoritarjan attempt to
regulate the personal morals of jndividuals js the direct outcome of altruism and

colIectivism.

By attempting to punish victimless crimes, such as narcotics, prostitution,.gambling
and horose*uility, the law has had the effect of creatjng highly lucrative black
market monopol ies run by ruthless organized criminal elements thereby providing,them
with the capability and incentive to corrupt police offjcers through graft. Thus'
the police who are constantly distracted from their legitimate function of protect-
ing citizens from violence, find themselves increasingly compelled to enfringe on

the civil liberties of the weak, the poor and the "socially (read collectively) un-
acceptable". The arbitrariness of the 1aw promotes arbitrary enforcement which pro-
tects those with political clout and comupts the integrity of police forces.

Criminal activity is aggravated by the imprisonment of thousands of jndividuals in a

vain altruistically moiivated effort to protect them from themselves. Thjs has cre-
ated the opposite 

-ot 
the intended effect by dooming large numbers of individuals

with the stigma of criminal records, thus'increasing their tendency to resort to vi-
olent crime as a livelyhood.

Thus, the unwitting victims of the altruist system include not only the mjllions of
taxpayer slaves, the army conscripts, the millions compelled into welfare by waste
of talital and labor unjon monopolies but the tens of thousands falsely convicted
fur "victimizing" themselves. They are all v'ictims of the A-C system!

To be cctwLLnued Ln ct dwtutz Lttue.
Richord $lomon
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R EVIEWS

n()t givL tlu-t awaq.

REACHING UP

Pe'nlray:'l thettnevLew" 5Q'ctiovL c( tL jauttnctL devctted tu 1:l-ivute ay:ace cu(ttni"
,Ati, and LLben-tani.Qn LdzcLLL Ls not the pnope't ytLcLee tct wnLte ct nevte-ttt ul
ihite Lnd.iv,-dua.X,t I thLnh a.'te wonth mq admin'aLLon und Ij(ru'LA ' But \LncL
thette, i.t ctn extza page ctnd beectu,Se 7 hd.vQ, ct ('i-nn convlc't'tgn that emyttq

tyrice an,lwlrerte Ln the"Llnivznte can be put to a Ue *t gnea't aA tlxe petLLlt'L

f,il.t,lnc, k. I l,roru de.cLdzd to dzvote th,L.t ltctge. to the gaLLant LndiviductLs
hLo lroi,e <t,1t,re-sted mq nind and ltave .ttubbonnLq decl-de.d .trt pe.ntodLcaLltl en-

Itctnce mt1 .to'u,L, I(1 qou evQ,rL l'Lave ct chctnee tc.t meet the,m 1 ulLge qlu to .dct ta '

And, i{\ -,1c-,tL 
va.Lue itc,nz.stq, hLnow.Ledge and counage, q7u uJiLL not tte-gtte..t it.

They are three. Each djfferent and unique in themselves. Each striving
toi tfre same goal in different ways. Each is well-known for different
reasons. Eac[ has enemjes. Each has friends. Each has a bl indingly
bright affectjon and desire for Liberty. All three are strong. All three
uncomprornising.

Richard Slomon is 34 years old; a man who has seen the world through skep-

Ti-aigyes-apa the woild is now beg'inning to see him. If you are moral

and youi reason for existing nob1e, he will support you with every bjt of
iirength he has and will baik your cause with every extra dime and bit of
energj he can spare. Unnecessary human suffering compells him to bare his
teeti-, pick up a pen and destroy the aggressor. A pen now' perhaps a gun

later when the tjme is right. Knowledge js hjs greatest asset; oppressors
his greatest enemy, and aifection for life his most valued possessjon.

Richard Kenney's mind has fleetingly but permanently passed through the
pages-of many-volumes written by numerous brr'l'liant jndividuals' If you

int6t nir you will find a warm, ioyous, sensitive and discriminating man.

He-is knorn by Libertarians as being honestly direct and ready, if asked,

to lead. Foithis reason many admiie him and many loathe him. He knows

who he is, what he wants and why. He can defend his convictions with a

iompetance and logic that commands respect even from those who have chosen

hit'fo" an enemy.- His admiration and respect for those who. have earned it
is unfalteling 

-but I warn you, earning it is not easy but the rewards many

and great.

Barney Steel has a sense of life that awes and often shocks many Libertar-
lap5. -Te portrays it so graphically in his art that you know him before

Vor-;1uv.-*bt him. He.is iot a man you can feel indifferently about. YoY

i,il" fi* or love him - there js no ln-between. He is as blunt, honest and

iirong as his art portrayed on the cover of this iournal. There is no

room in his ljfe fbr the weak or petty. His physical and mental strength

"ift 
giin him what he wants out of liie; his serjousness, sensitivity and

desir6s will guide him. The english language does not give me the tools
to describe him further. You will know what I mean when you meet him.

1 cou.Ld utnrtz a bttcttz about each ct[ the'te- indivlducLLt, but tte'viats atte not
booh.t and, Lnd,LvLduaLs .Lihe thete cctnnc:t be .tunmu-Lzed wlth w()xds ' I can

iit.i- .t"",j tfii tlruq ltave- eonvnande-d nq tota!, tte.tytect tLnd ctdminctf ion - I da

Angelo Boslo
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ROLLERBALL - DIDN'T MAKE IT

I saw a movie recently that left me at the end with the strange impression that I
had almost seen something worthwhile, like reading Anthem condensed in "Readers Di-
gest". The movie was "Rollerball" starring James Caan.

The action takes place in a future where nations have wjthered away and human socie-
ty is controlled by super-corporations called Food, Energy, Transportation, etc.
The society is managed for everyone's benefit, no poverty, no illness, luxury cen-
ters for all. The corporations control large cjties that compete in the game of
Rollerba.ll which serves as a vicarious outlet for violent emotions.

The game itself is a sort of super roller-derby with the addition of motorcycles and
spiked gauntlets. James Caan plays the character of Jonathan E, a ten year veteran
on the Houston team, the unquestioned all-tjme champion of the sport who is having
hjs best season heading for the world championship. He is rapidly becoming a world
hero, and there.lies the rub. The game was intended by the corporate executives to
illustrate the futility of indivjdual effort, as players tend to die off quickiy in
the game. Teams go on but individuals fade out. Jonathan's lasting and growing
success is threatening that image. Jonathan is requested by the chief executive of
his corporation to resign and refuses. He is puzzled by the request and begins to
ask why. The trail leads past dead ends to the central coordinatjng computer in
Geneva which is jnsane. Jonathan returns to the game (which he loves) determined to
do what he wants to. He has begun to glimpse the concept of freedom. "Man had to
choose between comfort and freedom", he says "He chose comfort". The executives de-
cide that Jonathan must go, but in this age of peace there are no hatchet men. They
decide to relax the already loose rules of the game in an attempt to get the game to
kill him. As game succeeds game the carnage jncreases untjl the championsh'ip game

with New York arrives. No penaltjes, no time l'imit, no substitutions, the game con-
tjnues until everyone on one team has been eljminated.

The violence follows a by now predictable course with the crowd yelling and cheering
in a frenzy. Suddenly across the arena a deep silence falls as only Jonathan is
left for Houston against a motorcycle and a skater for New York. The plan has back-
fired, for there is no team now, only Jonathan, an individual. The silence persists
as the adversaries fight it out, as Jonathan kjlls one opponent on the rail in front
of the executive box and as he is about to kill the other. Instead, he spares the
man, takes the ball and slowly skates to the goal past the bodies and burning cycles
to place the winning score. He continues to skate around the arena, an individual
triumphant, the crowd almost reverently begins to chant Jon-a-than, Jon-a-than, the
execut'ives push out of the arena in defeat, unable to deal with the determined man.
Finis.

Sounds good, r'ight? 0nly it wasn't quite. The skeleton was fine, but in fleshing
it out the director emphasized irrelevancies and left important matters hanging to
an extraordinarily distracting degree. There was the jnordjnate attention paid to
photography at the expense of the plot that has become a vjrtual hallmark of modern
cinema. Everything was understated to a fault. No plot l ine was explicitiy finish-
ed off. Mysterious inferences were drawn out and then dropped. In short Rollerball
was a fine story that could have made a great movie wjth decent directjon. Instead
of leav'ing with the sense of affirmation that I seek in the movies, I left shaking,
my head and mumbling, "If they had on1y..."

Mouricc Wilhy
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LETTE RS
roN t(E) REPLIES

Dear Richard:

I was very glad that both you and Angela could attend the delegate's meeting in
Portland and I must admit that I enjoyed your company very much. However, I'm go'ng
to take advantage of Angela's offer to reply to your published report of the meeting
by stating that I think your report was somewhat carelessly written and the views
ascribed to me often erroneous.

First, if you had read the literature I handed you, you would have learned nry name
is spelled TONIE, not Toni.

Second, I resent your implication that my attitude is "politics novi, thought later."
Speaking before the second national LP convention'in .l973, I said, "Unless a ques-
tioning objective attitude toward party ideology can be developed by each Libertar-
ian, the LP will become just another power seeking political organ.ization, more in-
terested in coliecting members, funds and inf1uence than jn leading the way to d

free society...A party composed of rnembers who value party growth above intellectual
honesty would not be worth anyone's time or money". In my announcement of candidacv
for LP Vice Presidential nomination, I state that nry chief reason for agreetnq t:) ip
nominated is to offer a base of support to those delegates vrho fear (as I do),i l'q'p.
-ing tendency toward pol jtical pragmatism vrithjn the party.

In other words, Rjchard, i'nr not, as you suggest, a pragmatjc 0olitician leektrrr
votes. 1n fact, I don't consider nryself a poljtician at all, sjnce I'rn not interest
-ed in governing or solving problems for other groups or p)ersons--function.-' exoecterl
of politicians in other parties. I'm interested instead, jn the communication of
l ibertarian ideas--not necessarily mine or yours--to the publ ic. I consider the
political arena to be an excellent medium for this sort of conrmunication. The ques'
tion of lvhat "to do, or not do and why" which you say the party must indjcate, js
exactiy what I think must be avoided by the party, but not by individual candidates.
I think of the party as a vehjcle for bringing solutions before the public. The a-
doption of usable ideas must be by individuals, jn accordance wjth each persons a-
bility to discern their practicality in his own situatjon.

I'm afra.id that I far'l to see the meaning in your statement, "l assert the future js
not unpredictable in general terms..." To predict means to foretell. Your state-
ment assumes that (l) it is possible to calculate all the possib.le alternatives to
all the possible causal happenings of the future and estimate their effect on each
other or (2) that you have some means of controlling a1l causes and therefore a

means of guaging all effects. Since I doubt that you have a means of controlling
the future, I assume you mean to generalize about what you "believe" will be the fu-
ture and predict what will happen "if" the future comes to pass according to your
"belief". This type of conjecture js not prediction; jt is better described as pro-
phecy. Ludwig von Mises hit the nail on the head when he titled his great work on
economics, "Human Action". Human action is unpredictable--in spit,e of Skinnerian
research. The best any honest politicjan can do is to advocate the actjons he be-
lieves will solve the major problems of his society--the rest is up to indjviduals,
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and therefore unpredi ctabl e .

When it comes to adVocacy of what actions are "good", I am certajnly not One tO

"evade" as you suggest. in fact, I djffer from many other libertarjans in insisting
that the LP should defend its espousal of personai liberty and laissez-fajre capital
-ism on moral grounds whenever it can do so. In my vjew, it.is not enough to say'
"Everyone has a right to l'ive his life in any manner he chooses,...etc'", and that
"No one has a right to injtiate force,..etc. " A worthy political leader must be

able to defend these positions morally or some Skinnerian socialist will tell you
that it isn't really good for people to be free and that they don't really know what
they want or what is good for them.

I thjnk most persons wjll agree with Ljbertarian principles jn the abstract. It is
when they are applied to concrete situations that, as you point out, we run jnto
trouble. So I agree that the LP ought to issue position papers offering concrete
solutions. Candidates ought to be ready with answers which suggest various solu-
tions. But, because I don't believe that human action is predictable, and because I
have great respect for human ingenuity, I don't think the LP should advocate any
party answers. I think the individuals who make up this country wjll.fjnd thejr own

ans-wers, given the opportunity for doing so. My main interest in politics js to en-
courage jndividuals to renounce the coercion and pressures of government and the pre-
sent culture in order to find thejr own answers. In order for them to do thjs'

they must understand why freedom is necessary and desirable and why it is ,not in
their interests to expect or accept the unearned. The LP is a vehicle to help them

do this.

As for my stand on abortion, I have a "coherent" theory regarding it which I will be

giad to discuss in depth anytime you care to invite me as a speaker at one of your
meetings. 0r, you can buy my book when it comes out, which deals with all the major
issues to a variable degree.

Best regards

6-LlAa*'
Tonie Nathan

QIJE5T SUBSCRIPTION FONM

SEND ME:

half-year (6 issues) of QUEST for $6.00
one-year (12 issues) of QUEST for $10.00
two-year (24 issues) of QUEST for $.t8.00

SEND ME:
A second subscription of QUEST for a frien{ at l0% savings on the:

Qnat f-year O one-year Qtwo-year
Eln singte copy of the next issue of QUEST for $.l.25
IPast issues'"ot qUfSf for $.l.25 each. (first issue - February 1975)
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FOREIGN AFFAIRS

Denmark: this country is an example of the modern social-democratic welfare state
'if ever. The average-Dane is robbed of 50 to 69% of his or her salary to finance
the 550,000 bureauciats. The number of workers in Danjsh manufacturing number only
4fS,OOOi predjctably, inflation is l9% annually and unemployment 10.3%.,A movement

against these condjtions has been led by Mogens Glistrup, a millionajre lawyer who

oiganized the Progresi Party. The PP giinei the support of one-sixth of the three
milljon votes cast unA ciptu.ed 28 of ine fotketing's 'l79 seats to become the Second

largest faction in the Danish legislature.

Election trends in Denmark from September l97l to January of this year show^the ap-

Fuiiuniu of an anti-tax party in Denmark with defjnite staying power' The- Progress
'Party registered 485,289 votls in.December 

-l973 and 414,219 in January 1975 cap-tur-
ing-ie iiO-i+ ieats ieipectively in the Folketing. Significantly, for this welfare
state scandjnavian nation, the iour parties of tie leit plummeted from nearly half
the vote in l97l to bad lows in ]973 and have only succeeded to regaining to 41'2%

of the vote in .|975. 
The left coalition led by t-he Social Democratic Party' requir-

"a 
if'. rrppori of the naaicif Party (?) to insiall the present SD government of

Anf..t lOtbbnt"n. The table below shows the position 9t elistrup's Progress Party in
relation to the two ott'e. major parties in Denmark. It should be mentioned that
there are eleven part'ies in benmark competing for somewhat over three million vot-es'

This accentuates further the dramatic and rapid rise of the organized anti-tax sen-

timent in Denmark.

Party

Social Democratic

Li beral

Progress

*In l97l the second
the Ljberal Party wi

Denmark's Three- Maior Parti es

Dec. I 97 3

783, I 45
46

374,283
22

485 ,289
L6

was the Conservative PartY. The

Party following closelY behind.

Jan. I 975

913,155
53

7ll,29B
An

414,?19
24

I argest party
th the Radical

Sept.- l97l

) ,07 4,777
t0

450 ,904*
30

thi rd I arges t was
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AUGUST 2 MEETTNG

The meeting was especially interesting since it featured guest speakers from the

east coast. Martin gu;huiun, a graduite of MIT and a math student at George Washing

-ton University guu"-;-iivety taTt on promising elements on the future of space' We

were al1 impressed by"his "ntrgy 
ulq f]air as iell as his grasp of-the-multitude of

subjects involved. 'Uun fuifin, a biochemist and also a.graduate of MIT was on hand'

U.iirirnut"ly, the Oii.uiiion rf'lcf' totlowed my paper did not permit questions on

hjs v.iews on life "*i"ntion. 
eirt rilner gave-a'lbng and thorough critique of the

,'Space Manufacturing Ficilities" seminar ir6to at Princeton in May of this year' Mr'

Kilner was highly critiiaf or many if not most of the proceedings' (Mr' Kilner may

pr.t..t irrlf'dr !faboration on thl proceedings of the conference at the September

meeting).

My paper,,space Colonization and the Specter of the Total State" drew some interest-
'i'ng".Eiponi[i i.o* Ni;;;i; wir]"v ano llicnaet ounn. The thrust of Mr' Dunn's ques-

tions was whether tfre aiicipfine required in a libertarian revolutionary miljtary
force would alienate anarchists'

Almost everyone present at the meeting went to Skipper's Galley, the best restaurant

in Seattle, for u fui"-Ainnei. A 1ive1y time was had by. all' Afterwards everyone

went to Slomon/Bastu;i upuit*.nt' The discussion which ranged from ahllucinogens

and the works of ca.ros busteneda's books to military strategy and libertarian etj-
quette roared-on unti I 4:30 A'M'
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