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Introduction

Kevin MacDonald, a member of tieepartment of Psychology @alifornia Stae
University-Long Beachis a widely published researcheghoseprofessionateputation
throughthe midl 9 9 0 6 s  \aagslyoibhis sverlda issues oparenting and
developmentgbsychology. Hes alsothe author o threevolume study of Jews,
Judaism and antisemitism observed fromdiseiplinaryperspective of evolutionary
psychology" Evolutionary psychologiststudyhow human learning structures and
behavior patternsavebeen conditioned by survival and reproduction pressaxeded
uponour ancestors prehistoric environments. For MacDonald, this disciplinary
perspectre provides glatform for the elaboration of his theory that Judaism ought
properly to be understood not as a religion but g®apevolutionary strategy, designed
to maximize the ability of Jews to compeigainstother ethnic groups for resources and
reproductive success.

In A People That Shall Dwell Alor{@994), MacDonald argues that for roughly the
last two thousand years Jews have been engaged in a sustained eugenics program,
breeding for alewishpopulation high in a set of genetically influengexychological
predispositions and other attributes, such a
ability to compete against nalewish groupsSeparation and Its Discontentk998)
of f er s Msahedyohaatlsendisni his view an essentiglreactive
phenomenon triggered by Jewish group competition. Unless prevented by exceptionally
severe restrictions on their activities, Jews engage in their competitive strategy by

attempting to establish Aeconoms.Maoand cul tur
manifestations of antisemitism in Western history, includingfeartahnt ury fcor por at
Catholicism,0 the Inquisition, and National

extendedgeriods of Jewish domination exploitation of norlews. These movemts
typically take the shape eldwsddoptthergmup | mages o
serving and racialist assumptions Jews practice against them. Théhmyabandon the

Auni versalistic, assimil at drmaturdseate,thenci eso of
more closelydo they resemble Judaisim Culture of Critique(1998) MacDonald

employs his theory as an explanatory model, assessing a variety of historical movements

as efforts to facilitate or establish Jewish domination ovetJesvish populgons. So the

American school of anthropolodggunded by Franz Boas soughtremderevolutionary

explanations of human variatidiegitimate, thus limiting the possibility that nefews

would develop the perspective needed accurately to perceive and dggnst the

Jewish group evolutionary strategy. The Frankfurt School of sndtaral critique led by

Theodor Adorno sought to stigmatize antisemitism as a pathological condition, and
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Freudian psychoanalysis sought to stigmatize Western cultureaissalpathological

condition.In the same vein, MacDonald portrays world communism as a protracted

exercise in ethnic warfare conducted by Jews against the peoples of EasternlBurope

the United Stateslewsuse their positions of cultural dominancetepre nt fAgent i | e
European Americanso from recognizing and def
By advancingooth the ideology of radical individualism and the ideology of

multiculturalism, by manipulating immigration policy to create an ethnichlgrse

American population, and by exploiting the right to free expression in order to pramote

debased, hypesexualized fi e s s e n t ?icudturdl ofimate elewnis foreedupon

AEur ohmearni canso a debi | it aftustratgheieatemptsrtoo n ment d
cohere and develop an effective coursieategy.

MacDonald summarizdss view of Judaisnby mapping its manifestations what
hecallsit he five independent di mensiomas of humai
follows:

(1) Judaism is a seifmposed, norcoerced evolutionary strategy, although at times @aethitic

actions have had effects that dovetailed with Judaism as an evolutionary strategy; (2) Judaism is a
fairly closed group strategy in which much effort has been devoted to regjstistjc

assimilation with surrounding populations, and, moreover, this effort has been substantially
successful; (3) Jews have typically engaged in resource and reproductive competition with gentile
societies, often successfully; (4) there is a signifi¢hat limited) degree of withigroup

altruism, traditionally enforced by powerful social controls and always enshrined in religious
ideology; and (5) there is a significant degree of role specialization, specifically specialization for
a role in societylaove the level of primary producer characterized by cultural and eugenic
practices centered around intelligence, the personality trait of conscientiousnessy&ggment
parenting, and group allegiante.

Jews are said to have been practicing this éawlary strategy for roughly the last two

thousand years. A principal effect oktstrategy corresponding to the second of

MacDonal dés fhiavse bdeienme ntshheonlJsews d® genetic segr
groups.

[A]lthough there is some genetic adktuire with surrounding populations as well as some natural
selection toward frequencies of local populations, all Jewish populations have a significant degree
of segregation from native populations and a significant degree of commonality with other Jewish
groups derived from widely separated parts of the whrld.

Now MacDonald initiallyimpliesthathis theorydoes not viewlewsasessentially
different from therest ofhumanity iJudaism must be understood as exhibiting universal
human tendencies for seffterest, ethnocentrism, and competition for resources and
reproductive success It is not long howeverbeforehe substantially qualifieshe claim
thatJewsh behavioexhibitsi uni ver s al h,@andethms istwhenedhengsc i e s
begin to get integing For MacDonald, prsistent Jewish genetic differencencdt
simply ameasurableesult of the Jewish group evolutionary stratelpwish genetic
difference igtself a caus ofthe Jewistgroupevolutionary strategy.
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| suggest that the ancient Islites were genetically predisposed to be high on a cluster of

psychological traits centering around group allegiance, cultural separatism, ethnocentrism, concern

with endogamy, and a collectivist, authoritarian social structure. Evidenioglicates thathese

tendencies are very strong among widely dispersed Jewish groups in traditional societies and that

they appear to be more common among other Near Eastern peoples compared to prototypical

Western societies. Further, it is suggested that Judaism ésslfurl t e d -fiomr wa r fdfoe skl ect i o
process in which Jewish groups become increasingly composed of individuals who are genetically

and phenotypically predisposed to these tfaits.

Sad Jews are just like everybody elseth the singlenotableexceptionthatJews are not

like anybody else. Jewish brains ditferent Their distinctive constellation of genetic

predispositions drives Jews to engage in their competitive evolutionary strasgggg

them achronicthreat toanyothergroup in contact withntem. This argument achieves a

truly stunning rhetorical effect, simultaneoustycouragingwo conclusionghat ought to

be mutually exclusivetl) that Jewish behavioral difference is strongly influenced by

Jewish biological difference and is thus irrenadadiein practice if not in principleand?2)

that Jewislbiologicaldifference resutfromt he Jews 6 own choices and
moral responsibility of the group as a whole.

Consider MacDonal doés odd descriptioeal fof th
i mp o Leedthedcourseafear |l y two mif orewanida o0f eétdeaedg pr
Jews as a group have become increasingly marked ipydis&énctive genetic
predispositionsoward cultural separatism, ethnocentrismthoritarianismgoncen with
endogamyetc In other wordswith each genetion Jewish geneplay an ever stronger
role in driving theJewishevolutionary strategy. How, then, does it make sense to
descri be behavioral patterns so pows-rfiskl ¥ i
i mposedo? The answer, of course, is that it
Ai mMmposed genetic pr edi kepactng athanrnsludogithemy sel f t
predispositiorto enhanceghemin my own childrenAs alogical claim the notion that an
evolutionary sitmpa®gd0 ciadtfuldrctonstiet asdsdenttfio/
argument but as a rhetorical device, a flourisbdratnedof meaningas to be
i ndi stinguishabl e fr om pdjospwhagtherr dnaestorsTr oday o6 s d
ordered.

A key point to keep in mind during our eng
that his trilogy is actuallyhe storyof not one butwo peoples. In the foreground, of
course, are the Jews, busily forging ever more Jewishwikveach passing generation.
In thebackground, however, is another, no less distin@itiaicgroup,oneshapedy
naturally occurring evolutionary processather tharengineeredby a centuriedong
managedreedingorogram Where Jews are mistrudtfethnocentric collectivists
members of this group are oetlly welcoming, tolerant individualist¥Vhere Jews are
drawn to authoritarian political and social structures, members of this group naturally
form into hierarchicallyharmonious, mildly meritoratic, politicallymoderatesocieties.
Where Jews are prone to trumpet tiseipposedngrained moral superiority as a cover
for the machinations of their evolutionary strategy,tlitwdogical predispositionsf this
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othergroupnaturallylead its member® a worldviewandto structures ofocial

organizatiorthatarenot onlyfprofoundlyethicald butareuniquely so’ Where Jews are

Arel ati vel-de pe ptieo nysinciredtdrepeesiapleashnt truths

about themselves and their ingppmmembers of this other groppesumablyhave

relativelygreater resistance to such sadiceptions anthusenjoy amore accurate self

awarenesd.am confident | will surprise no one when | reveal thé exceptional

people isof courseKevin MacDoraldd swn. He and his ethnic kin come by their

proclivities toward individualisnand its uniquely ethicalultural expressioquite
naturally, asma adaptiveesultof t hei r ancestorsd extended so
conditions of Ice Age Europe som@tl-thousand years addlhe fundamental

incompatibility between Jews attite ethnicgrouphedescribsa sEupean®figent i | e

E ur o p eraless frequently but more specificaliyNor t hwe st iskekey opeans, O
t heme of Mac Do n aldafdghe thitdivalume, beyis;issung urgerit e e n

warnings of themminent cataclysmic collapse of Western civilization as the surest

consequence of this incompatibiityunless, of course, drastic measures are taken

immediately tareversehepernicious effectef Jewish influencend t he fAmal adapt.
environment it has fostered

MacDonal d&s wo rirkmediatelystrigenrsmnydadetsas prokiematic.
In 1995, the year after he publish&dPeople That Shall Dwell Alon€alifornia State
University-Long BeachhonoredviacDonaldwith its Distinguished Faculty Scholarly and
Creative Achievement AwartiTo the extent that charges of antisemitisnxenophobia
emerged irearlydiscussios of histheory such chargetended to be directed at his
reviewers rathr than at MacDonald himseéft It was largelyafterthe publication of the
final volumes of his trilogy in 1998athis work began to be assesseitself an
expression of antisemitism. Initialheinsisted as he had in the prefaceAdPeople That
Shdl Dwell Alone™ that there was nothing in the least antigie about himself or his
books he was simply a disinterested scientist, forthrightlysuingthe thread of his
researclwherever it leadOver time this became an increasingly difficult claom t
promote In January2000, MacDonald appeaatas he onlywitness to testify voluntarily
onDavi d beahalfdunngtdlse | desdstroadibe suit against Deborah Lipstadt
and Penguin Booksince thenMacDonaldhas been an active contributorTtbe
Occidental Quarterlyan emanationdf he 6 i nt e suck asttispdthe wi ng 6

"For MacDonal dés summary of the biological causes and soci oG
Jewish collectivism and Europeardividualism, se@ People That Shall Dwell Alon228245.Forthe claim that

naturally occurring Western social structures are profoundly and uniquely ethicBhes€ilture of Critique318.

8 MacDonald A People That Shall Dwell Along37.Appealsto climatological conditions as the basis for self

congratulating accounts of European exceptionalism have a long tradition, stretching back at least as far as the

eighteentkcentury philosopher and theologian Johann Gottfried Herder. MacDonald takes Ageleariant on the

tale from the speculations of the German eugenicist Fritz Lenz, whose career reached its apex when he signed on with

the Nazisé ideology and propaganda apparatus.

°iDi stinguished Faculty Schol ar ifoyiaStatelUni@ersiytangiBeaeh, [dtedh i e ve men't
17 September 2005], Available from World Wide Web:
(http://lwww.csulb.edu/divisions/aa/grad_undergrad/senate/awards/cnfa/dfsga/past/

191n particular, a 1994 review by John Hartundeihology and Sociobiologgthieved a certain level of notoriety. The

editors ofPatterns of Prejudicevere somewhat embarrassed by their decision to publish a mildly approving review of

A People That Shall DweMlonebyRi chard Lynn, only to | earpiomlulgatorefr of Lynnods
racist doctrines.

' MacDonald A People That Shall Dwell Aloneii.



Americanwhite separatis movement, and in 2004e wasrewardedfor his efforts with
aprize often thousandollars from fellow believers, underwrittein partby aronymous
donors.n his address in acceptance of this awsrdirgeduponhis audiencéhe need
At o ma k esacefiges foreum ethnic groygpor elsefacethe consequences bfa n
historical miséike of catastrophic proportion&

His increasingly opepolitical engagement has becomepsofoundlyincompatible
with the postureof the disinterested resecher thaMacDonaldhas nowsignificantly
revisedhis own back storyRather than flatly dengharge of antisemitism, hevade
themwith thealmostirrelevantripostethat he in fact admirase Jevish strategyand
hopedo instill in ethnicEuropeas a similar commitmenttet hni ¢ O0sellff 6 pr ese|
in his more recerublicationsand pronouncemenke has occasionally drifted from the
clinical dispassion appropriate to theofessionatesearctpsychologst, it is only owing
to thealarming, inescapable conclusions to which his researchrbaght him The
extremity of his politicsalready on display in the third volume of his trilogy,
warrarted by the unimpeachable integrity of his scholarship.

The obvious question to ask, then, is: just solid is thefoundation of
Ma ¢ D o nthebrg MacDonald himself pointio the crux of the mattei Ther e i s
reason t odebladsi é v desd gdnaicbasis fprt h e pbwewd 0 |
tendency towar dlecwilslhe cgteinveitsine, od itfhfaetr ence num
extremely powerful centripetal forces that have resulted in an intense commitment to the
group throughout Jewish history. It lgg intense commitment, more than anything else,
which is thesinequanom f Judai sm as a gr &’Mpreoeeyhe!| ut i onar
guides us directly to the literature that providesttieoretical basis upon whible rests
h i sine §ua nor

| believe that the area of psychological research most relevant to conceptualizing Judaism as a
group evolutionary strategy is that of research on individualism/collectivism (see Triandis 1990,
1991 for reviews§”

His theorythusdependsrucially on his demonsation that Jews have a strong tendency

to develop highly collectivist groups, showing extraordinarily high degrees of bias toward

the ingroup an@xtraordinaity high degrees of hostility toward outgroupstendency so
pronounced MacDonald habituallydes i bes i t acso |Jleenci Thelbulkiishny. poe r

of my discussion wil/| i n,tinets putatigedy pristindViprece Do n a |l d 6
political statepn asinglepoinh ow does consul tation of Athe a
research mostrelevantécooncept ual i zing Judai sm as a gr ou|

reflect on hisnotionof Jewishi hy-peft | ec?t i vi s mo

2Kevin MacDonal d, ACan the Jewish Model Hel p the West Sur v
World Wide Web: littp://theoccidentalquarterly.com/jlip1/jHom.html).
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http://theoccidentalquarterly.com/jllp1/jllp-km.html

The Researcheron Individualism, Collectivism and the Jews

To my knowledge, MacDotd has participated in no firstandpsychological
studiesinvolving Jewsand is thereforentirely dependent on research published by
others to support his theory. Hibtaatory, then, is the library; His work is to
approximate the rigor aientific research, he ought to be seeking out opportunities to
test his hypotheses, tubject histhegr 6 s  dd serutimg y evaluatingiem against
potential disproafin other wordswe would expect MacDonald to confrahe network
of suggestionssuppositionandspeculationshat inforns his notion of geneticdly -
drivenJewishfi h y -podlectivismd with published research that challenges tradaiens
preciselyin order to showhathis theory withstandsuchchallenges

Within the social sciences literature there is agdelleloped body of work studying
geneal terdencies toward individualism @pllectivism across various cultures. Harry
Triandis, Professor Emeritus of the University of lllinois at Urb@hampaignis a
senior figure inthisfield MacDonal d is not shy abhsut enl i s
theory.He devoteseveral pages A People That Shall Dwell Alorie a survey of
Jewish behavior over the course of many centuries in different regions of the world
offeringexamples that range from the bare survival of isolated Jewish commundies u
unfavorable conditions to episodes of intense Jewish religious fanatitésthen
concludes:

In summary, the data indicate that Judai sm ca
collectivisto) cul tur e niagrouringifoathigiténdebcy, | udgése 0, 1
that the ancient Israelites were genetically predisposed to be high on a cluster of traits centered
around group allegiance, separatism, ethnocentrism, and collectivism.

n be
991)

Let mestart with this quibble: the exgges i 0 n -cdllécyvisteis not in fact,one of

ATr i andi.cA8Sfmratsed mcan tell, it eiasdalthdaghieonal doés
applies it to Jewmanytimes in the course of his trilogy, he never bothers explicitly to

define it much less toxglain how it fits with thebody of research from which it is

purportedly derivedAt a minimum me would expedhim to offer up an example of your

average, everyday, rusf-the-mill collectivist culture,along with a demonstration tfe

differences frons u cond bnar y ctondtecamounmrstpedt o Jewi sh FfAhy
col |l ect i vi s mofeithdr aclearkainitianboktiee tecmauseful counter

model, the expressiarperates as a comparison without a contparahich is to say it

is yet another exapie of empty rhetoric masquerading as scientific discourse.

MacDonald seems tihink it quite impresset o i nvoke Triandisbés au:
supportof his theoryTriandis is, after all, &ading scholam what MacDonald asserts is
At he ar e a icaesegch pastraelamtdo conceptualizing Judaism as a group
evol ut i on &and, inslged, hetdmws attedtiorhts agreement with Triandis
on Jewish collectivisrseveral times.

15MacDonaId,APeopIeThatShaIIDweIIAIone 236. I'n this discussion, -as in MacDon
coll ectivism,0 and its var i hdothistoiadicate naylskemgigiss thatthetarmbhased i n sc
any real meaning apart fromits value asa sciegiftundi ng term of abuse. I must | eave
typographical practice to the readero6s i magination.

16 MacDonald A People That ShiaDwell Alone 228.



Collectivist cultures (and Triandis [1990, 57] explicitly lindes Judaism in this category) place a
much greater emphasis on the goals and needs of the ingroup than on individual rights and
interests’

| believe that the area of psychological research most relevant to conceptualizing Judaism as a
group evolutioney strategy is that of research on individualism/collectivism (see Triandis 1990,
1991 for reviews). Collectivist cultures (and Triandis [1990, 57] explicitly includes Judaism in this
category) place a great emphasis on the goals and needs of the ingiteepthan on individual

rights and interests.

As indicated above, Triandis regards Jews as a collectivist dsit)r@nd | would agre&’

I n summary, the data indicate that Juda-ism can be

collectivit 6) cul ture in Triandisdés (1990, 1991) ter ms.
that the ancient Israelites were genetically predisposed to be high on a cluster of traits centered
around group allegiance, separatism, ethnocentrism, and collectfvis

It is of interest that there is some agreement that the Near Eastern peoples have a more ingrained

sense of ethnocentrism than has been characteristic of the vast majority of Western societies

[ MacDonal dés endnote numb emand\&/dstern Juuesiscenralr ast bet
t o Tr i an d-44 work(orlc®o9stylturat VAariation on individualism and collectivism.

Triandis includes both Arabs and Jews as exemplars of collectivist cultures in contrast to Western
individualist cultures?

Collectivist cultures (and Triandis [1990, 57] explicitly includes Judaism in this category) place a
much greater emphasis on the goals and needs of the ingroup than on individual rights and
interests?

There is little doubt that Jews tend toward theasr end of the collectivism dimension, and
Triandis (1990, 57) regasdudaism as a collectivist cultufe.

Triandis explicitly describes Judaism as an example of a collectivist culture, while Western
cultures tend toward individualisff.

Another quibbleif it is disingenuou® f MacDonal d to i mpl-y that tfF
coll ectivismo i sTriandigntasiconsiderblydnore grabldmatcyfor

him to imply, as we see him doing in thigh excerptabove that Triandisvould accept

genetic diference(thatis an fAi ngr ai ned s eanexplanatiéonfoet hnocent
variationalong the individualism/collectivism spectriamongcultures.In the very

document MacDonald repeatedly cites, Triamkislusively emphasizes environmental

factorsto explainsuch cultural differencés i f he is going to invoke
such close proximity to claims for inherent differenic&puld argue that intellectual

honesty requires MacDonadxplicitly to acknowledge as muchhe reader enterprising

" MacDonald A People That Shall Dwell Along41.
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enough to consult MacDonal dés e ndilustrate wi | | f

his claim that there i s ingranedsenseafgr eement o abo
ethnocentrisjmamong Near Eastern peoples is the nineteeetitury French racial
theoiist Comte Arthur de GobineaMa c Donal dés dodgy i mplicati on

Triandis to the side, the dthatypf MacRanaldke e ment 0 a
with de Gobineat?®

Finding him investing such significangehavingTriandi® s s wam guang such
weighttoas i ngl e passage in Triandi,wéwouldvor k (i . e.
expect on traci ng disdaverDiandienghged in & Sulistantiieon t o
discussion ofhe evidence fodewishcollectivism ThepaperMacDonald cigs is a
survey of the literature, a summary of a great many discussiondividualism and
collectivism in disparate cultureldere, in its entirety, is the passage MacDonald
repeatedly nvokes as evidence f orlewsiassadllectivesstt m t hat
cultureo

Collectivist patterns can be seen in many other studies such as of the Chinese (Yang, 1986),
Japanese (Lebra, 1976), and so on. Patterns of collectivism can be seen in a wide literature, such
as Guthrie (1961) and Church (1987) oa Bhilippines; Kaiser (1984) on the USSR; Doumanis
(1983), Katakis (984), Georgas (1986, 1989), and Triandis and Vassiliou (1972) on Greece;
Northrop (1949) on the Navaho; Strodtbeck (1958) on ItakauwisJews Tallman, MarotzBaden,

and Pindas (1983), drSwartz (1975), and Dia@uerrero (1979) on Latin Americans; Sinha

(1982) on Indians; Holzberg (1981) on Africans; and Geertz (1963) on Bali, while individualism
has been discussed by Bellah et al. (1985), Kerlinger (1984), and Triandis et al. (1985) for

United Stated’ [emphasis added]

That, quite literally, is all there isda ¢ D o nrapeale@tlaims of support from Triandis

for the not i wollectivbit@dr Ad e enso |dhegcptarvaresbasgéd cul t u
entirely onthis tick-in-a-list citation ofasingle study conductesbme thirtysix years

earlierand, frankly, this is as deep inémy actuapsychological research on

individualism and collectivisnmvolving JewsasMacDonaldgoes So theplot thickens

whatis the relevance dhis source Strodtbeck 1958p the notion oflewishii h y-p e r

collectivisnp and the theory of Judaism as a group evolutionary strategy

Fred St ries8stbieccyk,6sent i tl ed AFamily I nteract
Ac hi e v & audrasseth® contrasting experieas ofthe descendants oo turn-of-
the-century immigrantommunitiesn the United StateOne of these, the Jews from
eastern Europe, achieved significant material success within the span of two or three
generationsBy contrast, according to Strodtleemmigrants from guthern Italy were
initially less prosperousow for MacDonald, Jewish success in the U.S. results from the
Jewsd exploitation of a cl assi cadpboyly | i ber al
equipped taleferd againsttheir group-basd competitionit is evidence of the
fundamental incompatibility of Western cultumgth Judaism Strodtbeck makes quite

2 MacDonald A People That Shall Dwell Alon260.

ZTr i andi-eulturafiS@idies sféndivid a | i s m and C-67. Ilhae rotiassénbled abiblibggaphy of

the other studies Triandis lists here.

BFred L. Strodtbeck, AFamily | TalerandSotidndanid C.WaClaellans,, and Achi
Alfred L. Baldwin, Urie Bronfenbenner, and Fred L. Strodtbeck, eds. (Princeton: Van Nostrund, 1958).



different caseone thahelpstoputMa c Donal d6és i mplicitly compar :
Ahy-pet | ect i vi s iipcomparatice cantextvhx plei St rodt beckods |
descriptions othetraditional Jewish culturef eastern Europare largely congruent with

(i f considerabl y | e <tseyrelyon somé af the shneersqurced)a c Do n a |
St r o d tsidedygsikddcomparison of Jewish culture with the traditional culture of

southern Italy markoff boundaries of similarity and difference that atterly

irreconcilable with those MacDonald drawscording to Strodtbecklewish immigrants

and their children outpfarmed their Italian counterparits largepartbecaus¢ he f#f ol d

Jewi sh cul tur eodo aeatdhthaddeined Amerzanewtureasantbledv o r k

each other more closely than either of them resembled the ffouilyedii o tutured

of southern Ital. This similarity operates even at the levelingiroupaltruism those

behaviors which MacDonaladducs as evidence of Jewish ethnocentrisat which

Strodtbeckkindst o have an analog in Americansod Areco
of modern socigt , @oti@ descended fromh e Cal vi ni st doctrine At
brother 6 keeper. 60

Inshort,St r o d tthesseskuibe opposedtMa ¢ Do n. HdtTdroisandi sb6s cit a
of Strodtbeck is the only evidence MacDonald ever offers that Triglaties Jews in the
6coll ectivist category. 6 Strodtbeck does not
have no way of knowing wheth®tacDonaldtraced the citation to its sourcéhk did,
then | would argue thaven at seconttand it is deeplgishorest ofMacDonald to cite
Strodtbeclkas evidence for hiswn agreement with Triandisn Jewish collectivismif,
on the other handacDonaldrepeatedly cite¥ r i a rraflerescé tsstrodtbeck without
actuallyknowing what he was citinghe implicationsdr the quality of his scholarship
ought to be obvious.

Although we would have no way of learning this from MacDonéld i a M@0 s 0 s
surveyalsotakes note ofwo other studies on the relative strength of collectivism and
individualism in Jewish cultuszThe firstof these studiends that divorce rates are
climbing with successe generations of American Jev@bserving that the authors of a
study on romantic relationships speculate thaptedominantndividualism of
American cul trurggoaxcdnparitbauttess tithe hi gh rate o
Triandis continues

Support for Di on J[anrhidhdDdrce rat@ssin tise pJ &énibé faund iman

study by Brodbar and Jay [sic] (1986). They examined the relationship of allocemtrésaured

by synagogue attendance, having many Jewish friends, belonging to Jewish organizations,
contributing to Jewish charities) to divorce rates among 4,505 Jewish households in New York
City. They found that the more collectivist the sample, the lavear the divorce rat®.

The studyTriandis describealso foundhat divorce rates among American Jews show a
notable increasever time drawing nearethe American averaggith successive

®Strodtbeck, iFamily Interaction, Values and Achievement, O
®¥Trjiandi-syul iCcralksStudies of I ndi vidual i sm and Collectivi sm,
studyisJay Y. Brodbale mzer , not two separate authors named fABrodbaro
of this discussion, MacDonald is quite interested in the r

summary of the Brodbademzer study; | mention this here only to emphasize that it is extremely unlikely that
MacDonald missed the reference, which appears on the same page.



generationsThissuggestsot only that lower divorce rates cdate with higher levels of

collectivism (or here fiallocentrisnd), but thatarather rapidshift of balance among

American Jews toward the individualist side of the collectivism spedtiageen in

progress” Now if we are to believélacDonaldt he -fibewdr do eugenics pr
conducted by Jews for the last two millennia mystiéfinition have producenh the

current generatiothe most Jewish Jews who have ever lived. Yet according to this study

cited with approval by Triandisn a scant one or twgenerations the prevailing

individualism of American culture has been able to n&ageificant inroads againghe
eugenicallyenhancedendencie® f Jewi sl ilegpéwvi sm. 0

JayBrodbarNe mz er 6 s wo r k isthas cahsistestithclmandisbast e s
emphas onenvironmental factors as the chief determinants of an orientation toward
individualism or collectivism; Jews, entering into the extremely individualistic American
culture, widely adopt its values as their own over the cafrgest a few @nerations.
TheyassimilateTo the extent that MacDonald does acknowledfat he calla
Atendency for individualistic Western cultur
c o hesi Wi toeal attention tohereactivemechanisms of the Jewish group
evoluionary strategyhat emerge in order to meet such challengésnately, for
MacDonald, Jews do not assimilaiech at t hei r adoption of i1 ndivi
down Jewishgroup o hesi v en digsnstoh e nii fyu tdament al and irr
friction between Judaism and prototypical Western political and social stratture.
Elsewhere, MacDonald offers quite a different assessment of how Jewish group cohesion
fares in Western culture:J e wi sh particul arism is é expect
precisely inWestern societies that (apart from Jews themselves) are highly assimilative
and i ndi VSdinWesterrsculiures.Jéwish particularism thrives, except that in
Western cultures Jewish group cohesiveness tends to erode. Macbetnays no
awarenes of any contradiction betwedmese assertionble is, however, careful to keep
any acknowledgment that Jevesadilyadopt Western individualistalueswell removed
from his discussions of the quite different behaviors to be expected on the basis of the
genetic predispositions, particularly those cohesive, competitive behaviors that pose the
greatest threat to the interests of unsuspecting Western individualists.

The BrodbarNemzerstudy ofincreasinglivorce rates athey correlatavith
increasing indiidualismis the first of two studiegvolving Jewsnotedby Triandisthat
go umoticedby MacDonald The second is even more striking, if only because it
addresses straightn t he i ssue at t he cpofond,of MacDonal
irreconcilablepsydiological differencethatpurportedlyobtainbetween Jews and
EuropeansSurely, a study offering data that gaksectly to this very question must be
of immediate, compellm i nt er est t o. Malk®rm nad aliors, wbrrikandi
summary of this researguggests a certaoff-puttingincongruity with the theory of
Judaism as a group evolutionary strategy

%1JayY.BrodbaNe mz er , fiDi vorce and Group GQamahofManreagetandteThe Case of
Family 48: 329340.

32 MacDonald,The Culture of Critique314; see also MacDonal8eparation and Its Disconten63276.

33 MacDonald A People That Shall Dwell Alon245.



The method Schwartz and Bilsky (1987) used to measure values can be used to tap specific
aspects of collectivism and individualism. They presentest aflivalues to Israeli and German
subjects and asked them to rate their importance. Smallest space analysis revealed a structure of
these values that was reasonably similar in the two culttires.

Far from finding evidence of irreconcilable differencesaue systems between groups

of Germans and IsraeliSplomonSchwartz andVolfgangBilsky offer conclusions that

conformtot hose of Triandisdés ot herthatdhet ati ons of
differences between Jews aidy e nEuropeans or fiNorthern Europeartsif you

prefer,while noticeable, araotdramaticor extremeAssessinghevalue systems of

Israelis and Germand)e authorsliagram their findings foeach group as a mapping of

what they calitss e ven fimot i v3aThreeoofthed domains, Satliredtion,

Achievement, and Enjoyment, correspond to individualist interests; three others,

Security, Prosocial and Restrictive Conformity, correspond to collectivist interests; the

last domain, Maturity, reflects mixed individualist aradlectivist interests. The mapping

of these domainfor a groupresembles a pie chart; adjacent domains in this arrangement

are interpreted as compatilvgthin the culture and domains separated by two

intervening domains are said to be incompatillew in this 1987 study, the authors

announce their interwn to conductfurther research usirgptafrom a wider variety of

cultural groupsbut, as Tri andi sds sumntarinitalhas | ed us t
assessmemsa |l r eady pr obl e ma earyciWlieas thdliaraeDandh al d6s t h
German samples were quite similar, it is conceivable that more culturally distant groups

will reveal a different organization of value domaii$One can imaginbow difficult it

would be to bridge the gap between a findimat israeli values and German values were
Aguite similaro and the argument that Jewi sh
MacDonaldrepeatedlynsis s, 6 f unda me n.6Ma c Do n anlcdodnsp adt & cbil sei o
to report on this stugyhen,is perfectly undrstandable.

A quick consultation of the standacdationindex led me to two additionakelevant
studies conducted chwartz and Bilskyboth published in mainstream research
psychology journalsThese studieboth appeared in 1990, too late to beluded in
Triandi s6és 19 9butstill eatlyemoagh 10 hawe bsamailable tp
MacDonald during his researdhike the three studies of actual Jews actually cited by
Triandis,however neither ofthese two additional papeeppears in MacDan| dirét s
editionbibliographiesin one the authorgontinue alondghe pathof their earlier worlon
value domaingsexpandhg the range of their samples to include groups from five
additional societies: the United States, Australia, Finland, Spairlangl Kong®’
Diagrams for these additional samples revealed braaaijar arrangemerstof
compatible motivational domains for all six of the national groups the authors describe as
AWestern.o In fact, there were two pairs of
compatible/incompatible motivational domains: Germang Australia had identical
arrangementsasdid the United States ansrael. Theoutlierwas theHong Kong sample

¥Triandisul iCcralksStudies of I ndi vidual i sm and Collectivi sm,
®Sol omon Schwartz and Wol fgang Bilsky, fATowardouna Universal
of Personality and Social Psycholo§9, 3 (1987): 55&62.

®Schwartz and Bilsky, AToward a Uni ve6lsal Psychol ogi cal St
Sol omon Schwartz and Wol fgang Bilsky, AToward a Theory of

Extensionsand CrosSu | t ur al Rleupnkl bf ®ergonaldyrasd, Social Psycholdif}; 5 (1990): 87891



which showedadistinctively different arrangemeif compatibledomains by
comparisorwith those of the other national groups, markiffgaaclear cultural
distinction.

The seconaf these twdaterstudiesassessed the comparative levels of outgroup
mistrust between Israelis and Germdaysmeasuringhe tendency tentertaina distorted
pecepti on of t he owiogxaggargdedifferercedieteveethg st e m
ingouP s and t hwluesyteryf Thisigswe goes to the heart of
MacDonal dds distinction bet wew®amchleindisisect i vi st
differ greatly in rates of such ethnocentrigtiaving determineth their earlier papetihat
the actual value systems of Germans and Israelis were broadly sih@laythors found
furthersimilarities hereboth groups were inclined to exaggerate the iifiees between
them indicating the existence of sormgergroup hostility or at least a potentiédr
intergroup conflictBut whatcaught my attentiomwashow thetwo groups compared for
acouple ofthekeyfeatureof Ma ¢ Do n a |l d 6Jse wiost h-cofieltiyeping For
one thing, the Germamspondentsexaggerated their differences with Israelis more than
Israelis did theidifferences with Germansuggesting h e G erelatiely stronger
proclivity to engage in thésupposedgollectivistpastime of ethnic confliad at least,
with Israelis®® The Germans also had a less accurate perception obitreiralue
system thalid the Israelig”® afinding thatunderminedvlacDonaldon one of the most
noteworthy and least appealing features ofi#neishii yperc oI | ect i vi,the 0 per so
tendency to engage self-deceptionAs A kyp edrecti vi sts, 06 Jews, ac
MacDonal d, Awoul d b-decepton by ignonng dr satiopalizmgh e t o s el
negative information about themselves and theirmingrg*.Yet according to Schwartz,
Bilsky and Struchlsraeli Jewsthoseproduct® if we are to believe MacDonaddof a
two-thousanedyearl ong exer-€ bs &ar d o shbwyeaerselfc s |,
awarenesandnoticeablyweaker proclivity to engage in $aleceptiorthan do the
natually occurringEuropearindividualists with whom they arberecompared.

Schwartz and Bilskyds comparative studies
vacuum i nherent in Mac Docnallldedcshomvattissno.ndo of Jew
suppose there exisasstudy which included a list of, say, fodifferent countries,
conveniently ordered by positi@ongthe individualism/collectivism spectrurbet us
further suppose that the volume providing téeful tabulations one of the most widely
cited works among the many thousands of studies referencedSod¢la Sciences
Citation Index Let usalsosuppose that this volumedged both in the Schwartz and
Bilsky studiesand by Harry Triandis in thd990literature surveyhat has launched ws
this little exercise. We might be tempted further to suppose that such a work, with its
clear relevance to the claims of the theory of Judaism as an evolutionary stradetgy
sinequanonn ot i on of -Jdokewtivisnbdwofildbe pitedrby Kevin
MacDonald as well, but that would beupposition too far.

%8 Solomon Schwartz, Wolfgang Bksy and Na o mi Struch, iValues and I ntergroup
and Ger ma n So8dl Rsygckology Quaotery3,3 (1990): 188.98.

®Schwart z, Bil sky and Struch, @AaM@l ues and I ntergroup Soci al
“0schwartz, BilskyandtSr uch, AValues and Intergroup Social Motiveso, 1

41 MacDonald,Separation and Its Disconten48.



Il n his very infl uent i aGeertdHofste#l gffer€ahartair e 6s Co
individualism index values for forty natioriBhe chart expresses the intensity of
individualism in a culture alongane-hundredpoint scalewith one hundred indicating
maximum individualism and zero indicating maximum collectivitsrael scores a fifty
four, placing Israeli culture just to the individualist side of the nfé&iearly, Hofstede
makegustaspoorafit with the needs of the theory of Judaism as a compettvep
evolutionary strateggs does the other research on Jews and collectivism Triandis
discussesOne has to wonder: what sort of psetiechnical expressions wiolu
MacDonald have@eeckd to cointo account for the fact that half of the cultures under
consideratiorby Hofstedenave a stronger collectivist orientation than that df y-p e r
coll etsraiesi 03hgpers @1 i 8o p & v-fedlyréally-hypdre al | y
c o | | e clitisiprolaklyt uastrprising, then, that in spite of his high visibility within
the field and his straightforward and unambiguous assessments of rates of individualism
and collectivism in more than three dozen world cultures, Geertldoésste s name appea
nowhere in any othefirst editionb i bl i ogr aphi es of Kevi.n MacDon

OnSelfDeception as a FeaCawlrleeotfi Jiesvind:h AHyper

MacDonaldplaces i gni fi cant emphadiex e@rnddititad® rast i on
componenbf the Jewishgroup evolutionary strategindeed, the practice of self
deceptionis so vital afege ofi hyp et | e ct i vthasitmeritslachaEam®o m
itself in Separation and Its Discontent& harowing chapter it is, todyrimming over
with examples of Jews averting their eyes from the messy reality of their-geouipg
behaviorand its unpleasant consequend¢acDonald locates the theoretitslsis for his
cl ai ms delbdeceivirg precbvities in the premisesthati or m Jewi sh Ahype
collectivism.o

There is reason to suppdbat members of cohesive groups would be more likely than others to
engage in selfleception that ignores negative traits of themselves or thgioup. In Chapter 1

[of Separation and Its Bcontent} | argued that Jews are generally quite high on attraction to
cohesive groups and have a high need for a group identity. Research on social identity processes
indicates that people are highly prone to attributing very positive traits to theigups, and
Altemeyer (1994) notes that people who are highly attracted to cohesive groups are relatively
likely to not want to hear unpleasant information about themselves. The suggestion is that Jews,
and especially those who strongly identify as Jemauld be relatively prone to selieception by
ignoring or rationalizing negative information about themselves and their ingtoup.

| should call attention, by the way, to the rhetorical trajectory of this passage, launched

with a suppositionits sitesset ona suggestion, witbnly a languidfeint in the direction

of anempirical claim to link the two. In betwesnpposing and suggestingacDonald

cites himselas having shownthéitJ e ws ar e generally quite high
attraction to cohesesgroupstracing hisself-citationturns upanother one of his

“2|n the 2001 second edit@fCu |l t ur e 8 s  Gofstesleeqparals toeelsart to include ftfiyee entries,
tilting the balance more heavily towattte collectivist end of the spectrum and thus pushing Israel further into
individualist territory within the set. In this more recent edition Hofstede also asserts a blunt correlation between

religion and cultural orientation that flatly contradicts MacDm| d 6s t heory, decl ari ng, fiHuUuman ¢
or the gods reflect the values of human society. All traditionally individualist societies developed in countries with
monot heistic religions, especially Christianity and Judai s

43 MacDonald,Separdion and Its Discontent£248.



extended nortomparative comparisorfsgenerallygui t e hi gho compared t
itself a hash of proposals, suggestions, and supposffidine only gesture toward

empirical data on hand heethe citation fronfiAltemeyer(1994).0 As | will show

below, the cited passage actuadigtysnothingexplicit about Jews at alblthough its
appearance in this context implies a great
integrity.

So accordingo MacDonald a tendency toward sdéception correlates with a
tendency toward <coclolelcetcitviivsins.t OE rJgeow sii hwopuel rd
seltdeceivergpar excellenceMa c Donal d6s subsequent discussi
certainlyemphasizes thdistanceJews will go to avoid acknowledging the realities that
contribute to antisemitism, including Athe
processes in tradithal and contemporary societiandthe extent to which Jews who
perceive themsebs as assimilated into Westeulturearein reality hardly assimilated
at all. What MacDonald poitedly does not do, however,demonstrate that episodes of
Jewish seldeceptiordistinguishJewsas a grougignificantly from other human groups.

As is typical of his style, h@ositsa marker of Jewish difference and proceedptoved

0

d

b

C

r

it in a methodological vacuurilere, hed s ug g ehxatt s @ ews dAwoul d be r el

tosefdecepti ono without ever gettinwghom? ound t

| havealreadymentionedhattracing citations appearingr i a rmMeoDd sudey
leadsto one study of Jews that leastangentiallyaddressethis question. When
Schwartz, Struch and Bilsky askgbupsof Israeli Jews and groups of Germams t
assess the values held by members of their own groupyanémbers of thetber
group,theyfound that while neither group assessed ingroup values completely
accurately, the Israelis were noticealaysinaccuraten thar assessment déraeli
valuesthan the Germansere in assessing German valugst we do noneed to
travaseeven tlesetwo degrees of separatitme y o nd Ma ¢ Deditiaml d6s f i r st
bibliographies to find studies directly addressing the issue of comparative tendencies
toward sedecepion among mdividualists and collectivistén these bibliographies there
appearsa volumeoffering informationthat flatly contradict$is suppositiorthat
collectivists will be more inclined to setfeception than individualistslnsurprisingly,
thisinconvenient dataagain, igeported byHarry Triandis in a book cited by
MacDonald in both of his 1998 volumé&de passage below appeargin i a nM@db s 6 s
studyIndividualism and Collectivism

Collectivists frequently have realistic s@lérceptions ahg their abilities, and individualists
frequently have flattering sefferceptions. For example, Markus and Kitayama (1991b) reported

o

that when various popul ations (e.g. college stude
of this population (e, 0l | ege students) is higher than you ar e

American men showed a s@&hhancement bias. That is, their judgments did not average 50
percent, as they should have, but only 36 percent. In short, they admitted that on the aNgrage o
about a third of the relevant population was higher than they were on this socially desirable trait.
American women showed less bias. Their answers averaged 47 percent. Japanese men showed
even less bias. Their answers averaged 49 percent. Japanese sttawed a modesty bias: their

“ am not the first to point out MacDonal dbéds tendency to

m



answers averaged 58 percent. In other words, Japanese women college students, on the average,
indicated that they were below average in abffity.

The more collectivist the sample, the less likely its members were to eéngage
flattering selfdeceptionThis finding leads the discussion in one of two directions: either
Jewi shcdhypetivismo would be expected to res
levels of selperception among Jews as a gréop as in the case of danese women, a
bi as towar d édceptidn)artrelabvehahigly ratessifei I nff | aself onar y 6
deeption among Jews would promyx to wonder whethelews ought to be deleted
fromMa c Do n@ad alblse c t i \WNeither of thesd optupres palataldle to the
theory of Judaism as a group evolutionary strategyt is hardly surprising that
Mac Donal doé sT rsicahnod iasréssh i ddecemian@amongindividudlistss e | f
and collectivistslike hisactualdiscussions ohctualJews,goesright by the boards,
leaving MacDonald e to float his suppositiomsmencumbered by the inconvenience of
contradictory data

Of coursejn the passage quoted abdwacDonald does offer ormtationthat
appears to support his clatimat collectivistsare more prone to setfeceptionobserving
that ANAl temeyer (1994) notes that peopl e who
relatively likely not to want to® hear unpl ea
MacDonal dbés ap feadauddoyetanotheldimensieof tbe relationship
between published research and¢eéstraln ot i on of -dewi ebt ihiypmr o

On Authoritarianism as a Feature of Jewishii Hy pcellectivismo

TheUniversity of Manitobgsychologist BolAltemeyer isknownfor hisresearch
onaut horitarianism, and fWngAbht sodeval opmesin ¢
as a tool for assessing Altemeyer offers a clear definition of the phenomenon he
studies.

By Awri ingghtaut hor i t ar i an hdfthree attitudimal alusters:he covari ati o
1. Authoritarian submissiah a high degree of submission to the authorities who are perceived
to be established and legitimate in the society in which one lives;
2. Authoritarian aggressi@na general aggressiveness, directed agaarious persons, which
is perceived to be sanctioned by authorities; and
3. Conventionalisrd a high degree of adherence to the social conventions which are perceived
to be endorsed by society and its established authdtities.

MacDonald makes frequent redace to Altemeyer, notleasto dr aw on Al t emeye
extensive critique of he Authoritarian Personalitythe study of authoritarianism

produced under the leadership of Theodor Adorno in 1950 which sought to establish a

strong correlation between authongmismandtendencies towardthnocentrism,

prejudice and antisemitismA | t e me y e rickarlgcongeniaka MaeDonald, for

45 Harry C. Triandis)ndividualism and Collectivism ( Boul der : Westvi ew, HRMarkus : 69. Tri a
and S. Kitayama, ACul ture and Sel f: I RspchdlogicaltRevie®8s f or Cogni
224-253.

8 MacDonald,Separation and Its Disconten48.

“7Bob AltemeyerRight Wing AuthoritarianisniManitoba: The Universitpf Manitoba Press, 1981), 240.



whomThe Authoritarian Personalitgnd the body of workhat followed from itfmuch
of it conductedat the University of @lifornia, Berkeleyyepresena sustainedttempt by
Jewish intellectuals to undermine the stability of dewish culture by stigmatizints
core valuesQuoting MacDonald:

The agenda is to develop an ideology of -@&mitism that rallies ingroup lolfes to Judaism and
attempts to alter gentile culture in a manner that benefits Judaism by portraying gentile group
loyalties (including nationalism, Christian religious affiliation, close family relationships; high
investm%n parenting, and concern wstitial and material success) as indicators of psychiatric
disorder”

Adorno et. al. wer¢ghusdeeply concernedccording to MacDonaldp discourage
non-Jews fom adopting behawr patterns similar to thossharacteristiof Jews,a
concern driven by theeedto preveninonJewsfrom competingeffectively againsthe
Jewish group evolutionary stratedlis interestingthen,that MacDonald, who attributes
to Jews strong tendencies toward fiauthoritar
authoritarimism among the factors that contribute to the success of the Jewish group
evolutionary strategy, seems eabereto de-stigmdize not just antisemitism, but
(A g e n)tauthorgadianismtself. Here he offers hiswn psychologicahssessment of the
individuals found inThe Authoritarian Personalitio have, well, authoritarian
personalitiegand notehekid-gloves delicacy with which hgrepars his readers for his
assessment

It may appear disturbing to accept the alternative picture developed haressentially saying

that the families of the high scoreig], individuals found tchaveauthoritariartendencieswere

adaptive They combined warmth and affection with a sense of responsibility and discipline, and

the children appear to have been #imbs and interested in upholding the values of family and

country. é High scorers are thus socially connect
nor ms. I n Triandisés (1990, 55) terms, these indi
individualist society; that is, they are people who are socially integrated and receive high levels of

social support. They identify strongly with ingroup (family) norfhs.

Altemeyer, by contrast, is considerably less sanguine abosbded anctultural
impactof authoritarianismas me mightinfer from the title of his seconchonograpion
the subjectEnemies of FreedorRecognized as much for his blunt prose styl®ahis
research, Altemeyer is characteristicgllginspokerabout the goal of his work.

The central concern of my research has been the apprehension that there may be a vast potential
for the acceptance of righting totalitarian rule in countries such as Canada and the United States.
This acceptance is essentially an attitude, a state of miwdlingness to see democratic

institutions destroyed, which in some people may even be a degjht-wing authoritarianism

has thus been defined as an orientation, rather than a set of acts, but it is still damgermeod

of a populace can creaa climate of public opinion that promotes totalitarian movements. It can
intimidate politicians, journalists, and religious leaders who might otherwise oppose repression. It
can encourage a bold, illegal grab for poveerit did in Italy in 1922. It caelect a Hitler to

office, as it did in Germany in 1933. It can encourage military leaders to overthrow duly elected
governments, as it has so many times sifice.

48 MacDonald,The Culture of Critique191.
% MacDonald,The Culture of Critiquel87.
%0Bob AltemeyerEnemies of Freedoii®an Francisco: Joss®ass, 1988): 3.



Indeedj n his chapter entitled fPr @Altemeyer ng
seemdo have anticipatedMa ¢ D o nracerndcdllsnoted abovdpr people of his own

ethnicity to be prepared fAto maAkleill extr eme

discuss in greater detail below, Altemeyer could alrhestddressing MacDonald
directlywhen he reflects upon the internal authoritariaeahnow facing western
societies

The larger danger, inherently, comes from within, where extremists on the left and extremists on

the right will use the freedoms guaranteed to all to take liberty fra@ryene but themselves. The
research reported in this book is concerned with the threat from the right, which | consider the

greater in our present circumstances. It deals with the large segment of the population who do not
require special situations totdn authoritarian ways but do so every day. | see them as a threat to
my freedom, to you¥*s, and to our childrenos.

S

Sotherasl i ttl e common ground between MacDonal

aut hori tari an v arbentwasningsaghinsAthetiretira end,eof cousse,
these are really matters of data interpretation; MacDonaldaeraésinlymake usef

Al temeyer06s statistical findingsfindn@gncerning

them the cause for alarAlitemeyerhimselfdoes.The problemhowever, is that

Ma ¢ D o nteahspaéestlesire to rendeendencies toward authoritarianism among
members of his own ethnicity palatalbégjuires him to do some fancy rhetorical dancing
around A ltetrmsas well asrhi@ datdltimately, this will lead us to the real issue
of interest hereyet anotheexampleof MacDonald suppresyy informationthat desnot
conform to his theory.

Ma ¢ D o ndebrait s his critique oFhe Authoritarian Personalitis to dissolve
the bond assextl theredbetweerethnocentrism and authoritarianisfuthoritarians may
well harborethnicprejudices, but prejudiceatself is not a constituve feature of
authoritarianismrather authoritarians, being sociallyell-integratedpick up attitudes

prevalentirtheircommm i t i es. AThe defining feature

of the social conventions and norms of the group, some of whaghnvolve negative

t

Our s e

a

(

t

attitudes t cuAkemeeris usefy here ingofar. ad
Altemeyer (1981, 23239) also repus finding much lower correlations between authoritarianism
and ethnic prejudice in his studies than were found by Adorno et al. Moreover, Altemeyer notes
that the data are consistent with the proposal that authoritarian individuals are ethnocentoic only
the extent that other ethnic groups are conventional targets of discrimination by groups with which
the authoritarian individual identifi€s.
ThiswrangingofAl t emeyer i nt o Manake theicaihcilégnseofat t e mp't
authoritarianisnandethnocenism strictly accidentad ¢ a | | ethrhocentis@an-tiie
wat er 0 yptou dlelsyy sdoes some vi olQ@Gnithepaget o Al t em

MacDonald cites, Altemeyer makes stronger claims for the relationship between
ethnocentrism and authoritarianishah MacDonald attributes to hirb.is notsimply

that there exist Aconventional targets of
prejudice, buthatsuch conventional targesstaslightning rods for authoritarian

51 Altemeyer Enemies of Freedon269270.
52 MacDonald,The Cuture of Critique 189.
53 MacDonald,The Culture of Critiqugl89.
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aggressionThe mainpoinof Al t emeyer 6s objTmeti on to the ¢
Authoritarian Personalitys less that he finds ethnocentrism to be purely orthogonal to
authoritarianism than that the Frankfurt School model so oversit@teserlap between

the twoas to make ethnocergm a defining component of authoritarianism and-vice

versa.

[Blecause of their tendencies to aggress against sanctioned targets, authoritarians are likely to be
prejudiced against various minority groups who are conventional targets of discrimiivédion.
ethnocentrism items were tested in the development of the fRIgAt-Wing Authoritarianism]

scale, and a number of them proved weakly correlated with the cluster of submission, aggression
and conventionalism items which ultimately formed the test. Rutdlationships were not at all

strong enough to make ethnocentrism a fourth element in the cluster. The data thus indicated that a
weak but positive correlation existed between authoritarianism and prejudice among students, a
finding which was later confmdedby the failure to obtain higher correlations with aggression

against a Jewish victim in the mock laboratory learning experiffient.

Al t e me yseinvdving HisdJaiversity of Manitoba students and their parents,
did find a reasonably consistentriaation between authoritarianism and ethnic
prejudice, althougmot one strong enough to confirm tbiaims of theBerkeley
researcherslhe strongest correlations that turnedmpis testing emphasized
Aaggressive I mpul sesd adondi mad a hrdthedtltan ws h me h &
ethnic differ ence, thesexpampon df prejudicetindligh’ RWAe me y e r
subjects as another form of authoritarian aggression. Just as authoritarians were
especialy i kel y t o a g gmneosaminalgwhon thely satv asalisgasting
and repulsive, Jews, blacks, Asians and native peopleshisterically been treated as
dower forms of lifepdeserving of discrimination, in North American sociétjhile his
findings do not support the Berkeleyrasec her s 6 ar gument t hat et hn
reliable indicator of authoritarianism,h ey do suggest fAthat authori
i mportant covariate of>MacDeraldid $intpplywrbngtos uch pop
impute to Altemeyer the notion that aatharians take up ethnocentrism merely because
it is alocally prevailing social norm. For MacDonald, authoritarian ethnocentrism
(among people of his own ethnicitig)a purely contingent phenomenon; in one culture,
t he aut hor it ar inmeadhinctodeweleprconterapt andl repsignance
for ethnic outgroups, while iamother he might as easily develop a taste for peanut butter
and banana sandwichesa passion for professional wiffle hdfor Altemeyer,
ethnocentric social norms appeal te Huthoritariamotjust because of his tendency
uncritically to adopprevailing conventions bitecause theglso provide docusanda
rationalizatonfohi s fAaggressive i mpulses. 0

S -

In fact, Altemeyer repeatedly makes clear that ethnocentriaot shit-or-miss
environmentallycontingentaccessoryo authoritarianism, but is an expectegression
of authoritarian aggression

The Avarious peopled who are the targets of autho
unconventional people (includig fisoci al deviantso such as homosex.!
conventional targets of aggression (such as certain minority groups) are attacked more readily than

others. Thus rightving authoritarianism is expected to be correlated, in generalgttitiicand

54 Altemeyer,RightWing Authoritarianism238.
%5 Altemeyer,RightWing Authoritarianism239.



racial prejudice, because such prejudice is a conventional outlet of aggressive infngses.
authoritarian believes that certain authorities approve of this prejudice, and he may believe that
groups such as blacks threaten the established social Hetare, the aggressiveness in prejudice
can be authoritarian. But by no means is all prejudice thought to be linked teviight
authoritarianism, much less be caused by it, as the Berkeley investigators th&orized.

MacDonal dés di s canisnamnangVhite NorthhAmericamsnakds aa i

mentionofAl t emeyer 6s assess menasomebfitdeliningor i t ari an
attitudinal clusters | nst ead, he emphasizes the authori
raised in environments characterizeg¢ Awar mt h andasemsédfect i ono
Aresponsi bi | Dadaptivalyedultimyiinguthori@ariamn indeszidualsvho are

Asoci al | ¢inihisew,gohiatbfawhoritarian aggressidarks on thefront

porch so there isi0 inherat likelihood of ethnocentrisrturning up inthe parlor If

Ma ¢ D o nmailk-ah@cookiesn ot i o n o duthdiitgreamistm ibdars little
resemblance to Altemeyero6és data or the theor
compatibiltywi t h Mac Domlad idms tolwant figenti |l e Europeart
himselfenjoy, thanks to their Ice Age ancestayelatively high resistance to

ethnocentrism.

Similarly, MacDonal dbés appupmsedewish Al t emeyer
proclivity to selfdeceptionnaed aboveblurs the context in order to avoid
acknowledgingnformationthat underminghis thesisIn the study MacDonald cites,
AReducing Pr& wdi Adea t ihAlteRéygriuts theralatianship
between ethnocentrism and authoritarianisrtne most unambiguous terms imaginable
AYou do not have to be hastaeshor i tarian to be p

[b]ut authoritarians do tend to be bigots. Indeed, RWA scale scores among White North
Americans have correlated with prejudice against so mifeyeht minorities (Black, Hispanics,
Jews, aboriginal peoples, Sikhs, Japanese, Chinese, Pakistanis, Filipinos, Africans, Arabs,
feminists, homosexuals, adidvhere | come fro® Francophones) that one could say riglng
aut horitarianstgrbiPjetgeab opportuni

| f, as MacDonald insists, authoritarians pic
norm, 0 Al t e mmometthé sonclusiothat therensst bea great deal more

ethnocentrism floating about in thermalculture of White Nath Americans than

MacDonal dés not i on,lceAgetemperadislisidualigmicgn t ol er ant
accommodateBut to return tchish e vi dence o0 t hcaotl | Jeecwiisvhi sfithsyop ewi |
Arel at i v el yecgptionpursuingtie argusmeant tHat heighted proclivity to
selfldeception i s a feature ofcoddlelcactviivsitsot) (caun
MacDonaldnotesof those whom Altemeyer found to be relatively less willing to hear

bad news about themselvasly that they weré p e o p | e highlly attracted to

cohesve groupsthat is, collectivistsAmazingly, he simply omits thieaturegsha make

the subjects under discussimtevantto Altemeye6 s pr ej udi ce:theyeducti on
werei Whi t e Nor t h higgmwseoring Right \&ig Aughorithriansvho

consequent | y fNoewadattracton to eohdsivegroups anjoimpetus

%6 Altemeyer,Enemies of Freedom53.
Bob Al temeyer, f Re dWiogAnthori Rarrd jalies Psyehologyof PRejudjde:tThe Ontario
Symposium Vol.,Mark P. Zanna and James M. Olson, eds. (Hillsdale, N.J.: Lawrence Erlbaum, 1994): 136.






