
ALTRUISM AND COLLECTIVISH

Aitruism, the ethical concept which requires the indjvidual to l'ive for others' is
the moral keystone of Cfiiiiianity. Ii is precisely'.the moral injunction against

self-interest promoted by the altiu'ist ethic which peimits, and in fact, fosters the

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

life to some "higr,.r;;ini inio*ptetrensible authority -such 
as God and the attendant

transfer of real power to other persons has been ke-enly understood by the priest
class since ancient times. The same mechanism of power transfer - that is taking
away the authoritv oi iire individual over hjs or her own life by the use-of an in-
comprehensible, non-objective concept, such as social welfare-js universal'ly employ-

ed by governmental bureaucrats today.

0nce the indiv.idual is made to feel moral shame for the pursuit of self-jnterest'
there is no end to the ways ln which the altrujsts and collectivjsts can milk him

for his product. rrre natirral and healthy tendency for individuals to act in their
own self-.interest tr.fu."i in the indiviiual's crlation of value, however, in an al-
truist-co.llectivitt'.riir.u, the individual is made to feel shame and guilt for this'

In a vague way, most indjviduals have been made to feel that they should live for
others - that the highest form of moral actjon is self-denial' The ult'imate expres-

sion of this bellef il-epitomjzed jn the crucjfixion of Christ, who is supposed to
have died for "our tinti'. Although it js self-evident to a rational being that it
is impossible for one individual io live in place of another; m'illions of.Chrjstians
p"rri'ti in the bel ief that this is possible. Discreet jndividual identity can be

the only basis for *orui u..orntabiiity iince moral choice is the conscious, and

;;;p;;u"frl distjnction between values, thus 1 ogical ly, requi ring a single and separ

-ate (discrete) choicemaker.

The contradictjon l.ies jn the attempt to make the jndividual responsible for the

lives of others anO UV int.t.n." for the actions of others, while at the same time

,uqri.ing the indiviAual t; # responsible for his own actjons. Th1s is log1cally
impossible.

Essential ly, the altruist conrnandment to l ive for others, being your brother's
k;;;;;, ..qrires urit"on;;; ;;;p;;iio1" tor the actions, non-actions and misactions

of others. Not onri-ii'ir,ii itpbiijui", it it undesilgbler Assuming that the al-
tru.ist commandment ilere adhered, everyone would be collectively responsible for ev-

".yon". 
0nce iaentiiiea, the aitruisi premise,is-obviously absurd but jn fact' the

concept of collective responsibility is' iinatically reiterated and unquestioningly
accepted in a mYriad of forms

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

sirable when 16e aciuai piu.iiiu reiulti"ng from its app-lication is examined. First
on. rrrt understand that when everyone is-responsible for your life, you -lose re-
sponsibility ou.. yorir"lf, and thus authority over your choices. Theoretically' jn

such a system everyone has authority over othLrs but not over themselves thus' in
effect, 

"ue.yon" 
ii morally enjoinei to live other peoples-lives but not their own'

In fact, what oo"s oliur, is iiat relatively few individuals have tremendous author-
ity to control tnu iiu"t'of others' nittrough many are not willing to be responsible
for their own actions; there are those who iovet iuthority over the lives of others'
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christianity, and in fact, most other forms of mysticism, gloss over in an ac: offaith' the unabridgeable logical chasm xliich exjsts between col lect.ive responsibi 1-ity and individual moral choice. Thus, what results in the actual functioning ofaltruist-collectivist society in which the mystical argument from authority ts trans-lated into secular law and custom, is the enforced re[ension of full responsjbjljty
by the individual with neariy total divestiture of jndivjdual authority. '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 all other persons buthimself. Under th'is system the concept of self-ownership, and thus property, can,totexist' since the individual has no moral right to his or her own life - nuc-h les, aright to the products of that life.
In being required to ljve for others it logically follows from the doctrine of al-
trujsrn that one does not relate to others on the basis of objective merit but on the
basis of need. Trading value for value which requires determining the objectivenerit of the individual's product or service implies se.lf-.interest thus contradjct,
ing the essential meaning of altruist doctrine. Need, rather than merit, becomes
the moral coin jn the altruist system. An individual gains in moral statuie to theextent to which he or she is in need,but paradoxically, the indivjdual who can and
does provide for himself or herself falls from grace.

Altruism in itself would appear to be a logicaJly impotent and thus harmless doc.trine - at least one which would not appeai to rational human beings and one wh rh
would affect oniy a smalI cult of masochists. One would expect thii to be so r1 rfree society but th.is is not the case in present world socieiy. There are welI cver
a ha.lf bil lion Christians who adhere, if not explicitly at least inrplicitly, in
thei r unquestioning second-hand acceptance of self-den ial and sel f sacrifice.

Altrujsm and collect.ivism in their various forms permeate every society on thisplanet. Every indivr'dual is to some extent a victim of the injustice perpetrated
under this system. The birthright to live one's l.ife free from coercion bf billionsof individuals for thousands of years has been stolen by the witch doctors of myst-
icism and the Attilas of State power. And yet, masses of individuals continue to
march obediently to the slaughter of their lives. The reason for this obedience anddocility lies in the enormous endoctrination process. From infancy the indjvidualis taught to accept the values of the group and to avoid independent thought. All
mediums of cultural expressi0n employ the royal plural "tve" or the royal iossessive"our" as if everyone had an implied involvement and obligation jn the affairs of the
"race", "society" and the "nation". One rarely, if ever, hears "speak for yourserf
- not for me" or "by what right do you speak for anyone else,'.

Thus, the indivr'dual learns t0 bear the burden of collective responsibility and
more often than not, collective responsibility is wielded to intervene coeicivelyin the life of others. Therq js no moral bariier to initiating force as iong as .it
purports to be for someone else's good.

Most altruist-collectivists, however, do not confront their victjms directly,
but increasingly resort to the agency of the State to enfringe on the rlghts ofothers. They feel that a crime is somehow absolved if it 'is perpetrated collect-iveiy through the will of the majonity - through "democratic procedure". Having
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relegated higher decisions to faith and being stung by the resulting failure at all
levels of their lives, and hounded by indefinable anxieties, the A-C personality
develops a herd mentality. Having Iittle confidence in their own judgement, they
watch for new "trends", "styles", for what is I'jn". They I isten cautiously to
"opinion formers" and avidly 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,
independence and productivity. Personal insecurities are covertly traded for veiled
desjres to dominate. Security is gained by enslaving someone through collectivist
1ega1 and sociai pressures, as weli as by altruistic bonding and implied obligation
to children. The irrationalities of A-C family life form a microcosm of A-C society
and the coercive State. (See "Breaking Up the Altruist-Collectivist Family", QUEST,
April/May 1975).

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 with other
partners. The essent.iai psychological poverty of the A-C personality is reflected
in a general jnabr'l ity to maintain several simultaneously intense relationships.
Thjs is not very feasible when one considers that intimate relationships between A-C
types ar3 essential ly that existing between a beggar and a master. Beggars can
rarely afford to be choosy.

Altruism as an eth.ical premise is based on an anterior metaphysical premise that hu:
man nature is essentially evi1. Remember that the "original sin" derives from hav-
ing tasted the fruit of knowledge. Essentialiy, in biblical terms, the greatest
evil consists 0f gaining knowledge to take command over one's own life for one's own

purposes. For only God (and his priests) can know what true purpose one's life is
t0 serve. Thus, the essential evil in Christianity 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 wr'th faith. By definition,
faith means belief in the unproven or undemonstrable. Psychologically, and of
course intellectually, this reduces the individual's ab.ility to claim authority 0ver
hjs own l.ife or his desire 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 fajth. As contradictions resulting
from the loss of integrity in values mount to overwhelming 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 traqic view of life which produces its own self-fulfilling tragedies. 0n the e-
motional level jt fosters a tendency to blame others for one's own incapacities.
"After a11", goes the impljed 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 responsibil'ity to others. But paradoxical 1y, 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-wjdening
ring of impl ied ob1 igations to which other individual s are impi i ci t1y bound under
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the altruist ethic, not only by individuals, but by large groups. 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-
uiiuLr, to rit" false and-unbased clalms on others for one's own failings has signi'
ficant ramifications in the way in which individuals operate together.in groups.
The altruistic personality which will be referred to here as "altruoform" (molded in
altruism) is strongly incijned to function under the collective cover of a group.

Aside from the faci ihat enormous pressures are generated in the structure of A-C

society compe.lling the individual to seek self-validation, physical support and pro-
tection and'expreision 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 consisient decisions especially on important questions of morality. This is
relegated to convenient centers of authority which are beyond his developed 1eve1 of
compiehension. The altruoform l ives with a sense of furt'ive guilt and a sense of
unfulfjllment marked by an anxious restlessness. The altruoform vaguely senses the

lack of an objectivelyknowable 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 

-others. 
0bviously this leads to a false sense of self-esteem (which in

a heaithy individual - can oniy come from the jndividua1's own capacity to evaluate
him or herself consistent with reality) and more often the altruoforms find them-

selves arbitrarily judged on the basjs of unexplained or unexplainable premises, or
'in fact on no premjies-at all. Thus, the altruoform drifts further away from an

internal abiliiy to reason jnto what is perceived to be a world of unresolvable
personal abuse ind violence. In most cases the altruoforms resign themselves to
'going along' w'ith col lective opinion.

However, in many instances, the altruoform personality resorts to violence - after
all theie are nb rules or at least no way of knowing - thus force rules' l'{ight
makes right. Thus, the appearance oi strength of one leader or of organized
masses aisuaget the personal 'insecur"ity and lack.of self-esteem which the altruoform
feels about iis or hbr life. The altruoform comes to depend on groups for all mean-

ing in 1ife. In point of fact, the altruoform is alienated from himself or herself-
fr6m his or her own djscarded or never developed faculties of rational iudgement.

Thus, when one dissects the affiljations of an altruoform one finds dependencies on

numeious col l ecti ve categori es of sexual , raci al , ethni c, pol i ti cal , geograph i cal ,

astrological, chronologiial, and morphological nature but no reference to an jnte-
grated ionception ot sett. Although a healthy individual might employ any 0r even

all of these as descriptors of secondary or tertiary consequence communicating
hjs or her va1ues 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-
s"quen."t. fni! leads to a iituation in which an increasing number of persons feel
tnat the world owes them a living and are willing to coerce others into "sharing the
wealth". Historically and jntellectually, Christian altruism has induced and com-

plemented the rise of collectivism and authoritarianism. Collectivjsm is the gener-

ic term for variant forms of totalitarian authoritarianism such as communism and na-

tjonal soc'ialism. There is very little difference between these forms of collecti-
vism - they a1l sacrifjce 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 ljfe and property is al-
ways secondary 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 redistribution of value in corrnunjst
society, is noth'ing more than the application and enforcement of the Christian al-
truisf ethic. Being morally bound to be your brother's keeper is in real'ity being
your brother's slave. 0nce one accepts the altruist ethic in principle, that one's
ilte is not one's own to live, then whatever liberty and happiness one enjoys is the
result of historical accident and not from the application of consistent principle.

In historjcal terms, the ideological progenitor of modern col lectivism, Marxism'
came about as a reaction to the only rational system of poiitjcal economy ever creat
-ed by mankind - capitalism. Essentjally, free market capitalism never existed as a

pure system, but elements of economic rationality which vastly increased the stand-
ard of living in the wor1d, were the result of the rjse of philosophical reason
during the Renaissance. However, it was Christian altruism and the reaction of con-
servaiive intellectuals such as Hegel, Kant and Marx which aborted the rise of an
'integrated moral philosophy based on individualism and reason. Christian altruism
provided the moral rottenness which permitted the acceptance of Marx's perverted
thesis advocating the loot'ing of individuals by c1ass. 0nce the indjvidual accepts,
even in principli, that he his no right to live his own life for'his own sake, then
jt is logically impossible to repudiate the idea that he should be living,his.or her
life for "society". The past hundred years is mainly a historical magnificatjon of
this fraud.

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

whether one should sacrifice his life for others because of God or the State' In
any case, all agree that selfishness is the vilest of evi'ls.

0ver the last century, a fusion of elements has taken place between Christian altru-
'ism and various secular forms of collectivjsm. l,Jhereas altrujsm more specifical ly
tends to promote deep afflictions in the inte1Iectual and emotjonal areas of hurnan

ljfe; it is complemented by collectivism which translates altruist premises into
economics, 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-jnjtiation 

-of 
force and se1f ownership. There are countries such as Swjtzerland

which tend to recognize jndivjdual property rights on certajn levels more than oth-
ers but all are based on coercion and jnvoluntary servjtude.

Among the most conmonly practiced forms of involuntary servitude are: taxation,
miljiary conscription,- compulsory school attendance, and eminent domajn. The baslc
morai piemise validating these acts of aggression conrnitted aga'inst tens of millions
of individuals is altruism.

It is the tragical ly wrong idea that the indiv'idual has an inp]ied obligation to
other indivjduals --an obligation that has not been accepted explicjtly and voluntar
-ily - whjch is the main cause for war, poverty and injustice. It is only necessary
to look at the contemporary United States to demonstrate the relatjonship between
the instjtutions produced by altrujst-collectivism and the troubles afflicting its
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cr ttzens

Involvement in the Vietnarn wdr f;.r.: b ;!r,'r.r oi t ,,. i t'cilt ' :.-.,. t i t,.,t'.. ,1ng tn
the United States had a collective ot'lt,ldliln t, j6i61 rr7En1 :, t.n,. rit-cir.J oi thr
indochinese people, Moreover, the wdr was cdrrjed out thi-ouqh ihe L-i:e oi nassive
slave labor through mi litary conscription and taxation. No government could canr./
out this war of foreign involvement on a voluntary basis or irore fundamentall'1 vt':th-
out the deep-rooted and pervas i ve psychos i s of al tru i snr.

The threat of thermonuclear extermination is a direct product of the massive author-ity granted to the State in the United States or as taken by force in the Sovjet
Unjon and China. It is the mora.l validation of altruist-collectivism vrhich provides
the false authority under which the bureaucratic leaders of these superstates ar-
rogate to themselves the right to gamble with the.lives of bil'lions of individuals.
More cogently, it is the passive acceptance of their authority t0 do so by their
subject populations which permits these "leaders" to proceed in such a self-assured
manne r.

Environmental probiems in all economies result from a failure to enforce individuallife and property rights and the institution of public ownership over larqe 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 good", has faciljtated the monstrous growth not only 

-ot 
i'lgfrways but of publicjnstitutjons of all kinds. This has led to deterioration of whole-neighborhoods and

cjties. 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 of old settlements.

I.t js 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 jn maintaining these resources.

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

Economic poverty can only be resolved by increasing the efficiency and output of
production not by the altruistic redistribution of.income and wealth. Collectivists
employ the altruist doctrine to scapegoat productive ind.ividuals whi.le 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 collectivist
bureaucrats who squander enormous sums of unearned loot to increase their ot^tn pres-
ti ge.

Unlike "capitalist" entrepreneurs, bureaucrats are under no irressure t: lrodur-_e a
prof it by competitively satisfying the real derrrand for qood.; .rn-1 serv jce.-q. ilureau*
crats create artificial "needs" for "social services" lr' i;,ar,;pulating lhi nrlr6:l,.1ri-
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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-
jst-col teitivism who permit themselves to be manipulated by political power brokers
and interest group jugglers. The poor who are often unskjlled and less educated are
hurt by minimum wage and labor union protective legislation which have the net ef-
fect of forcing miiljons of workers out of the market as a result of the artifjcial
overpricing of labor. This has the tripie effect of raising prices -for goods and

services, ieducing the number of iobs and creating an added rationale fbr more taxes
to aid the "djsadvantaged".

Unemployment and endemic poverty, created and aggravated by government_intervention
are usei as pretexts for increasing the amount of economic redistribution through
various welfare programs. This reduces the amount of'capital for investment and re-
duces the'incentive for increased worker productivity as "seniority" and tenure in-
creasingly replace the standard of competitjve 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 pnices, thus aggravating the
cycle of poverty.

The effect of the altruist ethjc on crime and police protectjon has been devastating.
The desire to protect the individual from hjmself and the authoritarian attempt to
regulate the personal morals of individuals is the direct outcome of altruism and

colIectivism.

By attempting to punish victimless crimes, such as narcotics, prostitution,_gambling
und horosexullity, the law has had the effect of creating highly lucrative black
market monopolies run by ruthless organized criminal elements thereby providing,them
with the cabability and incentive to corrupt police officers 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 cjvil liberties of the weak, the poor and the "socjally (read collectjvely) un-
acceptable". The arbitrariness of the 1aw promotes arbitrary enforcement which pro-
tects those with political clout and corrupts the integrity of police forces.

Criminal activjty is aggravated by the imprisonment of thousands of individuals in a

vain altruisticaity moiivated effort to protect them from themselves. This has cre-
ated the opposite bf 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 jnclude not only the m.illjons of
taxpayer slaves, the army conscripts, the millions compelled into welfare by waste
of tailital and labor union monopolies but the tens of thousands falsely convicted
ft-,r "victimizing" themselves. They are all victims of the A-C system!

To be crtw{tnued Ln cL [u-tune Lttue.
Richord llomon
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