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The clash between mem bers of The Satanic Tem ple and fun da men tal ist
Chris tians, as doc u mented by Chan nel 5 → https://www.youtube.com/watch?v

=1AmOqQOOPn8 (for merly All Gas No Breaks), rep re sents a clash of fun da ‐
men tal moral axioms which form the back bone of philo soph i cal, polit i cal,
and even cul tural the ory today. The two fun da men tal axioms at play in
many ways rep re sent the right and left wings of con tem po rary pol i tics, and
as such rep re sent author i tar ian and lib er tar ian con vic tions, respec tively.

The fun da men tal ist Chris t ian view is that of the staunch moral ist. It
holds that humans are fun da men tally dan ger ous and immoral beasts who
need to man u ally learn moral val ues in order to live a life beyond that of a
wild ani mal. As such, God, moral ity, or other abstrac tions must be fer ‐
vently invoked in order to sway the pop u lace towards good ness. Sub se ‐
quently, they must always warn of the poten tial for the return of an
onslaught of ter ri ble, immoral incli na tions in every per son; in their view,
these incli na tions are the “nat ural state” of human ity and as such must be
con tin u ally fought against. “Good val ues”, “tra di tion”, and a mil lion other
weapons are employed to ensure peo ple remain on the “right path.”

The view of main stream Satanists, and of The Satanic Tem ple, is of
the staunch amoral ist. It holds that humans will always hold per sonal moral
incli na tions and that these incli na tions cause an indi vid ual to act in cer tain
ways regard less of the abstrac tions he chooses to latch on to. In their view,
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humans are not fun da men tally evil and as such do not need pre scrip tions
such as Chris tian ity to teach them right and wrong; rather the oppo site is
true: each human will develop his idea of right or wrong inde pen dently of
such, and merely employs Chris tian ity later as a tool for his own ben e fit (if
he is so empow ered). To some, it even holds true that pre scrip tions such as
Chris tian ity do lit tle more than per vert the inher ent moral truths each indi ‐
vid ual already holds to be true, by allow ing him to jus tify them in the name
of larger causes (regard less of if they cause suf fer ing in the world). The
amoral ist does not nec es sar ily hold that every human’s per sonal moral ity is
cor rect as such, but that to attempt to change it is futile.

The lat ter view may seem famil iar to any per son of more lib er tar ian or
anar chist ten den cies. It is the view these polit i cal philoso phies already hold
about eco nomic and polit i cal life, but merely extended to the realm of
social life as well. It is thus impos si ble to be a lib er tar ian or anar chist with ‐
out believ ing in the lat ter axiom — which to some takes the name of
“social pro gres sivism.” The so- called “anar cho”- capitalism of Roth bard or
of Hoppe crum bles under the weight of its own con tra dic tions when it is
forced to con front its social views and basic philo soph i cal assump tions
which under pin them.

This is, to me, what Matty Thomas means when he states in The Rel e ‐
vance of Max Stirner to Anarcho- Communists:

“Anar chists who wish to demol ish the author ity of the state and of cap ‐
i tal but want to leave the author ity of fixed ideas like moral ity, human ‐
ity, rights, or altru ism intact only go halfway. For the ego ist, these
spooks can be even more vicious than the more vis i ble forms of
author ity.”

Thomas calls them “ego ists,” I call them amoral ists. The con cept is the
same: one can not believe in leav ing peo ple as they are — a fun da men tal
belief of lib er tar i an ism and anar chism — with out nat u rally apply ing the
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same to the realm of social pol i tics. The clash of the Satanists and the
Chris tians is the clash of the left and right wing, the clash of anar chy and
author ity, the clash of amoral ism and moral ism.


