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A WORD FOR ALTRUISM

Last Sunday we spent the time allotted to the sermon defining
and advocating philanthropy, the love of mankind. This morning we
are concerned with another word which is similar. The word is

"altruism", whose root meaning is, regard for others. "Philanthropy"
comes from the Greek; "altruism" derives from Latin.

"Altruism" is a more philosophical term than is "philanthropy".
The only distinguishing difference in the meaning of the two words
seems to be that philanthropy involves the emotions, whereas altruism
urges us to regard the interest of others pretty much from a purely
ethical point of view.

As many of you will know, there has sprung up in our generation
a new philosophical system which is dedicated to erasing all altru
istic qualities from the human mind and heart. It has derived
primarily from the writings of a woman who surely needs no woman!s
liberation movement to insure her right to be heard. Author of
several best selling novels, she has continually denigrated altruism
and urges men and women to be motivated purely by self-interest,
or what might be referred to as a kind of elevated selfishness.

Altruism has to do with certain characteristics which are not

to be found in all men. It may well be a learned response. But like
all learned responses, if that is what it is, it is the result of
mankind's collective experience. Men developed altruistic attitudes
because they discovered that such attitudes contributed to man's well
being, and self-centered, egocentric attitudes had quite the opposite
affect.

In The Descent of Man. Charles Darwin noted the altruistic
aspects of some men and the consequences of such altruism. Wrote he:

"When two tribes of primeval men, living in the same
country, came into competition, if (other circumstances being
equal) the one tribe included a great number of courageous,
sympathetic and faithful members, who were always ready to
warn each other of danger, to aid and defend each other, this
tribe would succeed better and conquer the others."

If Charles Darwin was correct in his reading of man's historical
evolution, which in this case I for one surely believe him to have
been, then what we are talking about is not just an interesting
speculation on abstract philosophy, but the very existence of civili
zation itself, and the quality of that existence.

Hear Charles Darwin again on this matter:








