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Individualism,	a	concept	rooted	in	social	philosophy,	centers	on	the	moral	worth	of	an	individual	as	an	independent	entity.	It	prioritizes	personal	freedom,	self-reliance,	and	autonomy,	as	opposed	to	collective	thinking	and	behavior	[1].	However,	individualism	isn’t	just	a	philosophical	concept—it	also	has	widespread	implications	on	societal	structures
and	dynamics,	influencing	fields	like	politics,	economics,	and	psychology.	Individualism’s	roots	trace	back	to	the	Renaissance,	yet	its	real	bloom	occurred	during	the	Enlightenment	era,	with	thinkers	such	as	René	Descartes,	John	Locke,	and	Jean-Jacques	Rousseau	paving	the	way	[2].	Renaissance	(14th-17th	century):	Humanism	emerged,	prioritizing
human	potential	and	achievements.	Enlightenment	(17th-18th	century):	The	focus	shifted	to	the	individual’s	inherent	rights	and	freedoms.	Industrial	Revolution	(18th-19th	century):	Individualism	intertwined	with	capitalism,	promoting	self-interest	and	competition.	In	politics,	individualism	stresses	minimal	government	interference	in	personal	lives,
fostering	freedom	of	thought,	expression,	and	action.	Libertarianism,	an	ideology	that	emphasizes	these	principles,	advocates	for	individual	liberty,	free	markets,	and	minimal	state	intervention	[3].	In	economics,	individualism	encourages	a	free-market	economy,	promoting	competition	and	entrepreneurial	spirit.	This	concept,	popularized	by	Adam
Smith	in	“The	Wealth	of	Nations,”	gave	birth	to	modern	capitalism	[4].	In	psychology,	individualism	focuses	on	personal	development,	freedom,	and	self-expression.	Carl	Rogers’	client-centered	therapy,	a	cornerstone	of	humanistic	psychology,	champions	individual	self-actualization	[5].	Positive	AspectsNegative	AspectsPromotes	creativity	and
innovationCan	lead	to	isolation	and	social	disconnectionEncourages	personal	responsibilityMight	foster	selfishness	and	lack	of	empathyAllows	freedom	of	thought	and	actionMay	result	in	societal	divisions	and	inequalities	While	individualism	emphasizes	the	rights	and	freedoms	of	the	individual,	collectivism	focuses	on	the	goals	of	the	group	as	a
whole.	There	is	an	ongoing	debate	regarding	which	is	superior,	but	the	general	consensus	is	that	a	balance	between	both	is	vital	for	societal	cohesion	and	prosperity	[6].	The	perception	of	individualism	significantly	differs	across	cultures.	Predominantly,	Western	societies,	particularly	the	United	States	and	Europe,	lean	towards	individualism.	They
emphasize	self-reliance,	personal	freedom,	and	individual	rights,	promoting	individual	achievement	and	innovation.	In	contrast,	Eastern	societies,	especially	those	in	Asia,	traditionally	emphasize	community	and	harmony,	adopting	a	more	collectivist	mindset.	However,	with	globalization,	elements	of	individualism	are	increasingly	being	incorporated
into	these	societies.	Individualism	has	played	a	pivotal	role	in	shaping	modern	society,	particularly	in	how	people	perceive	themselves	and	others	around	them.	Identity	Formation:	Individualism	encourages	the	development	of	a	personal	identity,	separate	from	the	group,	fostering	a	sense	of	self-esteem	and	personal	achievement.	Freedom	and
Autonomy:	It	upholds	personal	freedom	and	autonomy,	allowing	individuals	to	express	themselves	without	fear	of	societal	judgment.	Innovation	and	Creativity:	By	valuing	personal	thoughts	and	ideas,	individualism	can	spark	innovation	and	creativity.	Despite	its	merits,	individualism	poses	several	challenges.	Social	Isolation:	Too	much	emphasis	on
individualism	can	lead	to	social	isolation,	as	people	prioritize	personal	goals	over	communal	connections.	Inequality:	Unregulated	individualism	can	create	social	and	economic	disparities,	as	individuals	with	more	resources	and	opportunities	may	have	a	significant	advantage	over	others.	Lack	of	Cooperation:	High	levels	of	individualism	may	hamper
teamwork	and	cooperation,	as	individuals	focus	more	on	personal	gain	than	group	success.	The	advent	of	the	digital	age	has	amplified	individualism,	with	social	media	platforms	providing	a	stage	for	personal	expression	and	self-promotion.	However,	this	digitized	individualism	brings	about	its	own	challenges	such	as	decreased	face-to-face	interaction
and	increased	online	confrontation.	Individualism’s	paradox	lies	in	its	interdependence	with	collectivism.	Despite	highlighting	self-reliance	and	autonomy,	individualists	are	embedded	within	societal	and	cultural	contexts.	Therefore,	acknowledging	the	mutual	influence	between	individual	and	society	is	crucial.	While	individualism	values	personal
freedom	and	innovation,	it	must	also	recognize	the	role	of	collective	entities	in	shaping	individual	development	and	achievements.	[1]	“Individualism”.	Stanford	Encyclopedia	of	Philosophy,	2021.	[2]	McMahon,	Darrin	M.	“The	Rise	of	the	West:	Individualism	and	Modern	Society”.	Harvard	University,	2013.	[3]	Boaz,	David.	“Libertarianism:	A	Primer”.
The	CATO	Institute,	1997.	[4]	Smith,	Adam.	“The	Wealth	of	Nations”.	MetaLibri,	1776.	[5]	Rogers,	Carl.	“Client-Centered	Therapy:	Its	Current	Practice,	Implications,	and	Theory”.	Constable,	1951.	[6]	Triandis,	H.	“Individualism	and	Collectivism:	Past,	Present,	and	Future”.	University	of	Illinois,	2001.	[7]	“Culture’s	Consequences:	Comparing	Values,
Behaviors,	Institutions	and	Organizations	Across	Nations”.	Hofstede,	G.	Sage	Publications,	2001.	[8]	“The	Presentation	of	Self	in	the	Age	of	Social	Media:	Distinguishing	Performances	and	Exhibitions	Online”.	Hogan,	B.	Bulletin	of	Science,	Technology	&	Society,	2010.	[9]	“The	Paradox	of	Individualism	in	the	Digital	Age”.	Loos,	E.,	Haddon,	L.,	&
Mante-Meijer,	E.	Routledge,	2022.	Do	you	admire	people	who	don’t	care	about	social	expectations?	People	who	march	to	the	beat	of	their	own	drummer?		Do	you	think	people	have	the	right	to	do	whatever	they	want	without	hurting	others,	including	activities	that	might	violate	traditional	values?	Or	do	you	think	such	people	are	immature,	selfish,
sinful,	or	anti-social?	Individualism	is	believing	in	individuality,	diversity,	and	freedom	over	authority	and	conformity.		Individualism	emphasizes	the	separateness,	independence,	and	uniqueness	of	different	people.		It	is	part	of	many	political	and	philosophical	movements,	such	as	liberalism,	anarchism,	egoism,	libertarianism,	existentialism,	and
humanism.		Naturally,	it	supports	full	equal	rights	for	all	ethnicities,	genders,	and	sexual	orientations.	Some	individualists	support	selfishness,	social	inequality,	or	the	destruction	of	social	and	political	institutions.		Individualism	is	an	idea	that	can	be	applied	many	ways.		Perhaps	the	biggest	difference	among	philosophies	of	individualism	is	whether
they	promote	concern	only	for	oneself,	or	for	all	individuals.	II.	History	of	Individualism	Although	individualism	has	cropped	up	here	and	there	throughout	history,	it	first	became	known	as	a	philosophy	in	the	early	19th	century,	following	the	American	revolution	and	Declaration	of	Independence,	a	statement	of	extreme	individualism:	“We	hold	these
truths	to	be	self-evident,	that	all	men	are	created	equal,	that	they	are	endowed	by	their	Creator	with	certain	unalienable	Rights,	that	among	these	are	Life,	Liberty	and	the	pursuit	of	Happiness.	—	That	to	secure	these	rights,	Governments	are	instituted	among	Men,	deriving	their	just	powers	from	the	consent	of	the	governed.”	This	is	liberalism,	a
political	philosophy	almost	synonymous	with	individualism.	In	1793,	philosopher	William	Godwin	wrote	in	support	of	anarchist	individualism,	anticipating	the	revolutionary	anarchist	movements	that	would	develop	later	in	the	19th	century—which	were	interwoven	with	the	communist	movements	and	Russian	revolution.		Communism	was	first
promoted	by	people	who	believed	that	it	could	lead	eventually	to	a	functional	anarchist	society.	And	anarchism	is	most	centrally	a	form	of	individualism.		It’s	ironic	that	these	movements	resulted	in	totalitarian	states!	Voices	for	individualism	diversified	during	the	1900s.		Henry	David	Thoreau’s	wrote	of	his	retreat	from	society	to	live	in	contemplation
and	harmony	with	nature.		Max	Stirner	declared	that	there	is	no	governmental	authority	over	individuals	whatsoever.	And	Walt	Whitman	made	himself	an	example	of	individualism	in	art	and	personality,	foreshadowing	the	radically	individualistic	artists	of	the	late	20th	century,	like	Allen	Ginsberg,	Salvador	Dali,	and	the	Sex	Pistols.	The	twentieth
century	saw	individualism	grow	into	many	different	movements	in	politics,	philosophy,	art,	and	social	activism.		Paradoxically,	individualism	came	to	support	both	left-leaning	movements	such	as	existentialism	and	the	hippies,	and	right-wing	ideologies,	such	as	Ayn	Rand’s	objectivism.		The	main	difference	seems	to	be	whether	individualism	is
interpreted	as	“every	person	for	him	or	herself”	as	in	Objectivism,	versus	“one	for	all	and	all	for	one”	as	in	liberalism.	III.	Controversies	about	Individualism	Does	individualism	necessarily	imply	egoism?	Ayn	Rand,	Max	Stirner,	and	many	others	have	thought	so.		The	word	individual	implies	that	each	person	is	an	independent	unit.		And	for	this	reason,
Rand	and	Stirner	argued	for	ethical	egoism,	the	idea	that	what	is	morally	right,	is	whatever	is	best	for	oneself.		Rand	claimed	that	altruism	was	evil.	Yet	other	individualists—Thoreau,	Ginsberg,	Walt	Whitman–while	equally	insisting	on	individual	freedom,	did	not	argue	for	selfishness,	and	seemed	to	value	harmony	with	other	living	things.		Their
advocacy	for	minorities	and	concern	for	the	good	of	their	societies	embodies	an	individualism	where	every	person’s	individuality	is	equally	important,	opposing	egoism.	Individualism	must	imply	some	degree	of	egoism,	since	an	individualist	must	follow	their	own	ideas	and	feelings	about	many	things,	rather	than	conform,	but	if	you	believe	in	the	equal
importance	of	all	individuals,	you	must	also	respect	others’	individuality.		Rand	would	say	that	one	can	do	that	as	an	egoist,	however	it	is	obvious	that	standing	up	for	others’	rights	can	require	self-sacrifice,	so	total	egoism	must	sometimes	conflict	with	non-self-centered	individualism.	IV.	Quotes	about	Individualism	Quotation	#1:	“Art	is	individualism,
and	individualism	is	a	disturbing	and	disintegrating	force.	There	lies	its	immense	value.	For	what	it	seeks	is	to	disturb	monotony	of	type,	slavery	of	custom,	tyranny	of	habit,	and	the	reduction	of	man	to	the	level	of	a	machine.”	–	Oscar	Wilde,	The	Soul	of	Man	under	Socialism	Here,	Oscar	Wilde,	a	writer	famous	for	his	personal	individualism,	points	out
that	individualism	opposes	routine,	predictability,	habit,	tradition,	and	custom,	making	it	a	subversive	force,	one	which	could	(and	should?)	disturb	social	harmony,	and	destroy	old	systems	and	ways.		Too	Wilde	(and	many	artists)	this	is	a	spiritual	issue	—	standing	against	the	mechanization	of	human	life.	Quotation	#2:	“Whoso	would	be	a	man,	must
be	a	nonconformist.	He	who	would	gather	immortal	palms	must	not	be	hindered	by	the	name	of	goodness,	but	must	explore	it	if	it	be	goodness.	Nothing	is	at	last	sacred	but	the	integrity	of	your	own	mind.	Absolve	you	to	yourself,	and	you	shall	have	the	suffrage	of	the	world.”	―	Ralph	Waldo	Emerson,	Self-Reliance	and	Other	Essays	Here,	Emerson
says	that	to	be	“a	man”	(a	true	individual,	I	think	he	means),	one	must	abandon	all	pre-conceptions	and	assumed	values,	and	explore,	finally	living	only	by	your	own	true	values.	And	he	suggests	that	if	you	can	do	this,	the	world	will	approve.	V.	Types	of	Individualism	Political	individualism	refers	mainly	to	liberalism,	anarchism,	and	egoism.		Practically
speaking,	mainly	liberalism,	since	there	are	yet	no	anarchist	nations	and	ethical	egoism	is	fairly	unpopular,	with	its	opposition	to	altruism.	Philosophical	individualism	includes	ethical	egoism,	egoist	anarchism,	and	objectivism,	which	all	emphasize	individual	separateness	in	action	and	ethics.		It	also	includes	existentialism,	humanism,	and	subjectivism
which	emphasize	the	primacy	of	individual	experiences	and	lives,	and	freedom	in	art	and	lifestyle	choices.	Methodological	individualism	is	the	policy	of	analyzing	economic	issues	in	terms	of	individual	choices,	a	crucial	idea	in	modern	economic	science.	Bohemian	individualism	is	the	term	we’ll	use	here	to	describe	the	social	movements	beginning	in
the	1950s	characterized	by	radical	diversity	and	freedom	in	all	aspects	of	life,	such	as	the	American	civil	rights	movement,	the	Beat	poets,	the	hippies,	the	sexual	revolution,	the	punk	movement,	and	many	others.	VI.	Individualism	versus	Collectivism	Perhaps	you	saw	the	1,000s	of	Chinese	drummers	performing	in	perfect	unity	before	the	Beijing
Olympics?		Collectivism	means	prioritizing	groups	over	individuals,	and	has	always	dominated	East	Asia;	mainland	China	and	North	Korea	are	probably	the	most	collectivist	societies	today.		Collectivism	is	not	necessarily	associated	with	communism	or	totalitarianism	however	their	association	is	natural,	since	collectivists	do	not	see	democracy	or
individual	freedoms	as	important	compared	to	the	success	of	the	state.	You	may	be	surprised	if	I	tell	you	that	most	Chinese	people	do	not	want	democracy	(yes,	I	lived	there	for	years,	and	speak	Chinese).		They	are	more	concerned	with	the	economic	success	of	mainland	China	as	a	whole,	which	has	been	accomplished	more	swiftly	by	their	totalitarian
government	than	it	probably	could	have	been	in	a	democracy.	It	is	true	that	many	forms	of	individuality	are	socially	or	legally	suppressed	in	China,	such	as	freedom	of	art,	speech,	and	information,	sexual	freedom,	and	due	to	social	pressures,	freedom	of	personal	style	and	livelihood.		It	is	a	severely	conformist	society.	But	modern	China	has	lifted
billions	out	of	poverty	and	ignorance,	becoming	a	major	world	power	in	a	short	time.		Chinese	people	tend	to	see	individualism	as	attractive	but	immature.		Most	of	them	want	to	be	individualistic	in	style	but	not	politically,	where	they	value	their	membership	in	Chinese	civilization	over	individuality.	Other	Asian	societies,	such	as	Japan	and	India,	while
more	collectivist	than	the	West,	have	become	increasingly	individualistic	with	their	exposure	to	Western	culture,	suggesting	that	individualism	is	the	wave	of	the	future	for	some	time.		On	the	other	hand,	the	highly	successful	socialist	democracies	of	northern	Europe,	such	as	Sweden,	embody	more	collectivist	values	than	America,	with	systems	in
place	to	reduce	income	differences	among	citizens	and	a	general	social	ethos	of	not	standing	out	and	not	being	self-centered.		Societies	may	fall	many	places	on	the	spectrum	between	total	individualism	and	total	collectivism.	VII.	Individualism	in	Pop	Culture	Example	#1:	Sid	Vicious’	cover	of	“My	Way”	This	song,	popularized	by	Frank	Sinatra,
combined	the	melody	of	a	popular	French	song	with	new	lyrics	written	by	Paul	Anka.		This	version,	by	Sex	Pistols	bass	player	and	infamous	law-breaker	Sid	Vicious,	makes	it	practically	the	most	individualist	anthem	of	all	time;	they	lyrics	speak	for	themselves.	Example	#2:They	Might	Be	Giants’	“Whistling	in	the	Dark”	This	more	philosophical	and
enigmatic	statement	comes	from	one	of	the	most	individualistic	pop	groups	of	the	past	thirty	years—They	Might	Be	Giants.		The	phrase	“whistling	in	the	dark”	refers	to	conjuring	courage	and	optimism	in	a	challenging	situation.	The	song	tells	of	how	other	people	are	always	putting	ideas	in	our	heads,	although	they	don’t	mean	to	be	unkind.	The	singer
accepts	the	advice	to	“just	be	what	you	are”	but	would	rather	be	“whistling	in	the	dark,”	which	seems	to	imply	actively	resisting	the	darkness	(of	dangerous	ideas?),	perhaps	by	making	music?	rather	than	merely	being	yourself.		TMBG	are	such	individualistic	song	writers	that	they	are	often	difficult	to	interpret!	“If	a	man	does	not	keep	pace	with	his
companions,	perhaps	it	is	because	he	hears	a	different	drummer.	Let	him	step	to	the	music	which	he	hears,	however	measured	or	far	away.”	-Henry	David	Thoreau	Are	you	an	individualist?	To	some	extent,	you	probably	are,	whether	you	realize	it	or	not.	After	all,	individualism	is	baked	into	American	culture.	We	value	independence,	creativity,	and
self-expression,	for	example.	We	admire	those	who	stand	out	from	the	crowd	for	their	unique	personalities	and	distinctive	talents.	We	reward	high	achievers	and	celebrate	heroes.	And	rightly	so.	Whether	they	be	artists,	philosophers,	explorers,	or	entrepreneurs,	non-conformists	can	be	revitalizing	agents	of	change	in	a	world	gone	stagnant.	But	what
exactly	is	individualism,	and	how	does	it	fit	in	the	American	tradition?	Let’s	explore	this	topic,	starting	with	a	definition:	Individualism	is	a	philosophy	that	views	people	first	and	foremost	as	unique	individuals	rather	than	as	members	of	a	group.	It	emphasizes	the	importance	of	independence,	individuality,	and	autonomy.	Many	people	throughout
history,	and	American	history	especially,	have	embodied	the	spirit	of	individualism.	These	people	stood	out	by	going	where	others	had	not	gone	before,	even	when	it	required	an	inordinate	amount	of	bravery.	Some	of	the	first	people	in	America	to	embody	this	spirit	were	the	Western	European	explorers	who	settled	the	New	World	in	the	15th,	16th
and	17th	centuries.	Unlike	the	vast	majority	of	their	countrymen,	these	explorers	were	willing	to	leave	their	homes	and	create	new	lives	for	themselves	in	the	budding	colonies.	Of	course,	life	in	North	America	was	anything	but	easy.	They	faced	countless	hardships,	like	disease,	cold,	and	famine.	Yet	despite	all	this,	the	promise	of	being	able	to	chart
their	own	course	propelled	them	forward.	For	all	its	challenges,	the	New	World	offered	them	something	that	the	Old	World	simply	couldn’t	match:	an	opportunity	to	build	a	new	society.	By	the	18th	century,	the	individualistic	ethos	of	the	early	explorers	had	evolved	into	a	fully	fledged	culture	of	its	own.	Then,	being	more	independently	minded,	the
colonists	insisted	on	a	significant	degree	of	autonomy	from	Great	Britain.	When	King	George	III	refused	to	grant	them	this	autonomy,	the	American	Revolution	was	born,	instigated	by	the	Declaration	of	Independence,	a	veritable	individualist	manifesto.	The	Revolution	ushered	in	a	new	nation:	the	United	States	of	America.	And	though	the	system	of
government	created	by	the	Founding	Fathers	had	many	flaws,	it	was	rooted	in	a	philosophy	of	political	individualism	(more	on	this	later),	enshrining	people’s	rights	to	live	their	lives	as	they	see	fit.	As	the	18th	century	gave	way	to	the	19th	century,	a	new	generation	of	individualists	boldly	ventured	west	into	the	unexplored	territory	beyond	the
frontier.	Facing	harsh	conditions	and	tremendous	uncertainty,	these	“pioneers”	were	resolute	and	resilient,	embracing	an	attitude	of	self-reliance	that	came	to	be	known	as	“rugged	individualism.”	Such	self-reliance	was	explored	and	celebrated	in	the	works	of	19th-century	American	philosophers	like	Ralph	Waldo	Emerson	and	Henry	David	Thoreau,
who	were	pivotal	figures	in	the	development	of	individualistic	societies.	But	the	history	of	American	individualism	hardly	stops	there.	Indeed,	as	the	last	reaches	of	America	were	being	explored,	other	kinds	of	explorers,	pioneers,	and	revolutionaries	began	to	emerge,	such	as	inventors	and	entrepreneurs.	One	of	the	most	famous	entrepreneurs	from
this	time	period	was	Henry	Ford.	Born	in	1863,	Ford	was	an	incredibly	talented	and	successful	businessman,	in	large	part	because	of	his	new	and	innovative	ideas.	He	revolutionized	the	automobile	industry	by	introducing	assembly	lines	and	mass	production,	making	cars	affordable	even	for	the	middle	and	lower	classes.	But	Ford	was	hardly	the	only
individual	making	bold	changes.	Another	well-known	figure	from	this	time	was	Thomas	Edison,	an	American	inventor	and	businessman.	Famous	for	inventing	the	phonograph,	the	light	bulb,	and	numerous	other	products,	Edison	also	founded	the	first	investor-owned	electric	utility	company	in	1882	in	New	York	City.	As	with	Ford	and	many	other
inventors	of	his	time,	Edison’s	curiosity,	creativity,	and	out-of-the-box	thinking	helped	create	many	of	the	technologies	we	now	take	for	granted.	Indeed,	the	willingness	to	stand	out	and	explore	new	ideas	characterized	nearly	all	of	the	great	inventors	of	that	time,	from	the	Wright	brothers	to	Alexander	Graham	Bell	and	countless	others.	Aside	from
technology	and	science,	there	have	been	many	other	individuals	who	have	stood	out	in	cross	cultural	fields	such	as	arts,	athletics,	and	moral	leadership.	There	was	Bob	Dylan	and	John	Lennon,	Muhammad	Ali	and	Amelia	Earhart.	And	then	there	was	Billy	Graham,	Martin	Luther	King	Jr.,	and	Richard	Feynman.	Though	these	people	had	radically
different	stories	and	impacts,	the	one	thing	they	had	in	common	was	that	they	were	all	uncommon.	Indeed,	it	was	their	uniqueness,	their	differentness,	their	individuality,	which	caused	them	to	have	the	influence	they	did.	One	of	the	earlier	moral	leaders	was	Frederick	Douglass,	an	outspoken	abolitionist.	Douglass	was	one	of	the	best	orators	of	his
time,	and	he	spoke	persuasively	about	the	need	to	end	the	institution	of	slavery	at	a	time	when	slavery	was	still	widely	practiced.	Isabel	Paterson	was	another	influential	individual,	though	she	is	not	as	well	known	as	she	perhaps	deserves	to	be.	A	journalist	and	novelist,	Paterson	was	one	of	the	first	proponents	of	libertarianism	in	its	modern	form.
Along	with	Rose	Wilder	Lane	and	Ayn	Rand—who	are	also	outstanding	individuals	in	their	own	right—she	helped	lay	the	foundation	for	the	freedom	philosophy	as	we	know	it.	More	recent	mold-breakers	include	Lady	Gaga,	Johnny	Depp,	Dave	Chapelle,	Joe	Rogan,	Elon	Musk,	and	Steve	Jobs.		Jobs	was	not	only	an	individualist	himself,	but	infused
individualism	into	the	brand	of	his	company	Apple.	He	especially	appealed	to	people	who	stood	out	from	the	crowd.	This	approach	was	famously	captured	by	Apple’s	1997-2002	“Think	Different”	ad	campaign,	which	featured	many	of	the	iconic	figures	mentioned	above.	The	text	of	the	campaign’s	TV	ad	says	it	all.	“Here’s	to	the	crazy	ones,	the	misfits,
the	rebels,	the	troublemakers,	the	round	pegs	in	the	square	holes,	the	ones	who	see	things	differently.	They’re	not	fond	of	rules,	and	they	have	no	respect	for	the	status	quo.	You	can	quote	them,	disagree	with	them,	glorify	or	vilify	them.	About	the	only	thing	you	can’t	do	is	ignore	them.	Because	they	change	things.	They	push	the	human	race	forward.
And	while	some	may	see	them	as	the	crazy	ones,	we	see	genius.	Because	the	people	who	are	crazy	enough	to	think	they	can	change	the	world	are	the	ones	who	do.”	From	the	early	settlers	to	the	leaders	of	today,	many	individuals	have	indeed	changed	the	world.	But	the	change	they	created	never	came	by	means	of	conformity.	It	always	came	because
of	the	things	that	made	them	stand	out.	Individualism	has	had	a	tremendous	impact,	not	only	on	culture,	but	on	social	theory	as	well,	and	political	philosophy	in	particular.	We	owe	much	of	our	freedom	to	that	influence.	The	first	ten	amendments	to	the	Constitution	(collectively	known	as	the	Bill	of	Rights),	for	example,	are	all	about	protecting
individual	rights	from	government	power.	Such	sweeping	protections	for	personal	freedoms	were	practically	unheard	of	before	the	American	Revolution.	In	most	cultures	in	the	past,	a	person’s	rights	were	largely	determined	by	their	group	identity.	In	ancient	Rome,	for	example,	there	was	a	patrician	class	and	a	plebeian	class.	Patricians	had
considerably	more	rights	and	power	than	plebeians,	but	membership	in	the	class	(or	caste)	was	determined	by	ancestry,	so	no	amount	of	individual	effort	could	change	the	power	imbalance.	Feudal	societies	likewise	had	strict	distinctions	between	lords	and	serfs,	making	it	nearly	impossible	to	change	one’s	social	status.	All	that	changed,	however,	in
the	18th	century	with	the	rise	of	classical	liberalism,	a	thoroughly	individualistic	political	philosophy	(not	to	be	confused	with	the	modern	liberalism	associated	with	the	political	left).	The	main	tenets	of	liberalism	were	simple,	yet	revolutionary.	According	to	the	philosophy,	all	people	have	equal	rights	as	individuals	regardless	of	their	group	identity,
and	they	should	be	free	to	make	use	of	their	own	persons	and	property	however	they	see	fit	so	long	as	they	do	not	violate	the	equal	rights	of	others	to	do	the	same.	The	most	famous	codification	of	the	principles	of	liberalism	is	found	in	the	Declaration	of	Independence.	“We	hold	these	truths	to	be	self-evident,	that	all	men	are	created	equal,	that	they
are	endowed	by	their	Creator	with	certain	unalienable	Rights,	that	among	these	are	Life,	Liberty,	and	the	pursuit	of	Happiness.”	In	framing	the	Declaration	of	Independence,	Thomas	Jefferson	and	his	co-authors	drew	largely	on	the	philosophy	of	John	Locke,	who	is	known	as	the	father	of	liberalism.	In	his	Second	Treatise	of	Government,	Locke	argued
that	individual	rights	are	the	foundation	of	a	liberal	society,	beginning	with	the	right	of	self-ownership.	“Though	the	earth,	and	all	inferior	creatures,	be	common	to	all	men,	yet	every	man	has	a	property	in	his	own	person:	this	no	body	has	any	right	to	but	himself.	The	labor	of	his	body,	and	the	work	of	his	hands,	we	may	say,	are	properly	his.”	Drawing
on	this	foundation,	Locke	concluded	that	it	is	wrong	to	violate	the	property	rights	of	others.	“The	state	of	nature	has	a	law	of	nature	to	govern	it,	which	obliges	every	one:	and	reason,	which	is	that	law,	teaches	all	mankind,	who	will	but	consult	it,	that	being	all	equal	and	independent,	no	one	ought	to	harm	another	in	his	life,	health,	liberty,	or
possessions.”	Governments,	Locke	said,	are	instituted	by	citizens	“for	the	mutual	preservation	of	their	lives,	liberties	and	estates,	which	I	call	by	the	general	name,	property.”	Though	the	Declaration	of	Independence	used	the	phrase	“pursuit	of	happiness”	instead	of	“estates,”	it	is	clear	that	the	protection	of	property	rights	is	in	view.	This	protection	is
articulated	more	explicitly	in	the	Fifth	Amendment,	which	states:	“No	person	shall…be	deprived	of	life,	liberty,	or	property,	without	due	process	of	law.”	These	individualistic	principles	became	the	pillars	of	the	social	institutions	that	now	characterize	what	we	call	the	“free	world”	(hence	the	term	“liberal”	democracies).	And	though	it	may	seem	self-
evident	that	people’s	rights	shouldn’t	depend	on	their	group	identity,	it’s	worth	remembering	that	this	view	was	practically	unheard	of	before	the	rise	of	classical	liberalism.	Regrettably,	the	transition	to	treating	people	as	individuals	was	not	as	swift	as	it	should	have	been.	Though	the	ideals	espoused	in	the	founding	documents	of	America	were	noble,
the	early	Americans	were	reluctant	to	apply	them	consistently.	Racist	and	sexist	policies	in	particular	(read:	vestigial	forms	of	collectivism)	were	still	widespread,	and	it	would	take	many	decades	before	the	laws	recognized	that	women	and	blacks	were	just	as	equal	as	anyone	else.	However,	with	the	overthrow	of	caste	systems	like	slavery,	Jim	Crow,
and	the	legal	subjugation	of	women,	America	has	come	much	closer	to	living	up	to	its	individualistic	founding	principles.	And	hopefully,	this	progress	can	serve	as	an	inspiration	for	further	steps	toward	the	protection	of	individual	rights	in	the	future.	In	just	a	few	short	centuries,	the	philosophy	of	individualism	has	radically	reshaped	how	we	relate	to
one	another.	It	has	created	individualistic	cultures	that	celebrate	individual	accomplishment,	and	political	and	economic	structures	that	protect	individual	rights.	As	a	result,	generations	of	mold-breakers	and	trailblazers	have	renewed	and	improved	our	world,	as	explorers,	pioneers,	inventors,	entrepreneurs,	artists,	scientists,	and	moral	leaders.	But
individualism	is	not	merely	something	that	happened	in	the	past.	As	time	marches	forward,	new	innovators	have	the	opportunity	to	rise	up	and	make	a	difference.	By	resolving	to	chart	our	own	course,	we	too	can	become	revitalizing	agents	of	change	in	a	world	gone	stagnant.	We	can	blaze	new	trails	where	others	have	not	gone	before,	and	we	can	set
an	example	for	those	who	come	after	us.	The	opportunity	to	boldly	venture	into	uncharted	territory	is	more	real	today	than	it	has	ever	been.	The	only	question	is	whether	we	will	seize	it.		Will	you?	What	Are	Individual	Rights?	by	Patrick	Carroll	and	Dan	SanchezThe	Battle	Isn’t	Right	vs.	Left.	It’s	Statism	vs.	Individualism	by	Daniel	J.	MitchellAtomistic
Individualism:	Anatomy	of	a	Smear	by	Tibor	R.	MachanThe	Sweet	Sociability	of	Self-Interest	by	Dan	Sanchez	Daryl	Davis:	Making	Friends	From	Enemies	Being	Yourself	With	Buddy	The	Elf	How	Musicians	Smashed	The	Cultural	Barrier	The	Shape	of	Water	Dives	Into	Individualism	The	Iron	Giant:	“You	are	who	you	choose	to	be.”	Finding	Meaning	in
The	Incredibles	Can	Avatar:	The	Last	Airbender	Help	Us	Restore	Balance	to	a	Divided	World?	Chef:	What’s	the	Secret	Ingredient	to	Success?	The	Joker,	Nihilism,	and	One	Iranian	Boy	Superman	Is	the	Hero	We	Need	Right	Now	The	“Perfect”	Society	Is	An	Epic	Disaster	Mavericks	and	Misfits:	Non-Conformists	Who	Changed	the	World	for	Better	or
Worse	by	Lawrence	W.	Reed	Liberty	and	the	Great	Libertarians	by	Charles	T.	Sprading	Having	My	Way	by	Leonard	E.	Read	To	Free	or	Freeze	by	Leonard	E.	Read	Then	Truth	Will	Out	by	Leonard	E.	Read	The	Coming	Aristocracy	by	Leonard	E.	Read	Outlook	for	Freedom	by	Leonard	E.	Read	This	Bread	Is	Mine	by	Robert	LeFevre	The	Man	Versus	the
State	by	Herbert	Spencer	The	Silver	Trumpet	of	Freedom:	Black	Emancipators	and	Entrepreneurs	by	Lawrence	W.	Reed	Concept	regarding	the	moral	worth	of	the	individual	"Individual	freedom"	redirects	here.	For	other	uses,	see	Civil	liberties.	Part	of	a	series	onIndividualism	Principles	Autonomy	Civil	liberties	"Do	it	yourself"	Eremitism	Free	love
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Diogenes	Emerson	Godwin	Goldman	Hayek	Hess	Hipparchia	Igualada	Ingersoll	Jefferson	Jung	Laozi	Locke	Mandeville	Marsden	Mencken	Mill	Mises	Montaigne	Nietzsche	Nozick	Onfray	Paine	Popper	Quelle	Rand	Rothbard	Sade	Schopenhauer	Smith	Spencer	Spooner	Stirner	Thoreau	Tucker	Voltaire	Warren	Wilde	Yang	Ideologies	Autarchism
Anarchism	Individualist	anarchism	Egoist	anarchism	Market	anarchism	Social	anarchism	Anarcho-capitalism	Egoism	Ethical	egoism	Rational	egoism	Existentialism	Hedonism	Humanism	Individualist	feminism	Equity	feminism	Liberal	feminism	Liberalism	Classical	liberalism	Libertarianism	Left-libertarianism	Libertarian	socialism	Right-libertarianism
Minarchism	Mutualism	Objectivism	Subjectivism	Voluntaryism	Principal	concerns	Anti-individualism	Authoritarianism	Collectivism	Conformity	Dogmatism	Group	rights	Herd	mentality	Indoctrination	Mass	society	Mobbing	Social	engineering	Statism	Tyranny	Tyranny	of	the	majority	Theocracy	Totalitarianism	vte	Individualism	is	the	moral	stance,
political	philosophy,	ideology,	and	social	outlook	that	emphasizes	the	worth	or	central	role	of	the	individual.[1][2][3][4]	Individualists	promote	realizing	one's	goals	and	desires,	valuing	independence	and	self-reliance,	and	advocating	that	the	interests	of	the	individual	should	gain	precedence	over	the	state	or	a	social	group,	while	opposing	external
interference	upon	one's	own	interests	by	society	or	institutions	such	as	the	government.[5]	Individualism	makes	the	individual	its	focus,[3]	and	so	starts	"with	the	fundamental	premise	that	the	human	individual	is	of	primary	importance	in	the	struggle	for	liberation".[6]	Individualism	represents	one	kind	of	sociocultural	perspective	and	is	often	defined
in	contrast	to	other	perspectives,	such	as	communitarianism,	collectivism	and	corporatism.[7][8]	Individualism	is	also	associated	with	artistic	and	bohemian	interests	and	lifestyles,	where	there	is	a	tendency	towards	self-creation	and	experimentation	as	opposed	to	tradition	or	popular	mass	opinions	and	behaviors,[5][9]	and	it	is	associated	with
humanist	philosophical	positions	and	ethics.[10][11]	"Individualism"	has	also	been	used	as	a	term	denoting	"[t]he	quality	of	being	an	individual;	individuality",	related	to	possessing	"[a]n	individual	characteristic;	a	quirk".[5]	In	the	English	language,	the	word	individualism	was	first	introduced	as	a	pejorative	by	utopian	socialists	such	as	the	Owenites	in
the	late	1830s,	although	it	is	unclear	if	they	were	influenced	by	Saint-Simonianism	or	came	up	with	it	independently.[12]	A	more	positive	use	of	the	term	in	Britain	came	to	be	used	with	the	writings	of	James	Elishama	Smith,	a	millenarian-turned-socialist	and	Christian	Israelite.	Although	an	early	follower	of	Robert	Owen,	he	eventually	rejected	Owen's
collective	idea	of	property	and	found	in	individualism	a	"universalism"	that	allowed	for	the	development	of	the	"original	genius".	Without	individualism,	Smith	argued	that	individuals	cannot	amass	property	to	increase	one's	happiness.[12]	William	Maccall,	another	Unitarian	preacher	and	probably	an	acquaintance	of	Smith,	came	somewhat	later,
although	influenced	by	John	Stuart	Mill,	Thomas	Carlyle	and	German	Romanticism,	to	the	same	positive	conclusions	in	his	1847	work	Elements	of	Individualism.[13]	Main	article:	Individual	An	individual	is	a	person	or	any	specific	object	in	a	collection.	In	the	15th	century	and	earlier,	and	also	today	within	the	fields	of	statistics	and	metaphysics,
individual	means	"indivisible",	typically	describing	any	numerically	singular	thing,	but	sometimes	meaning	"a	person"	as	in	"the	problem	of	proper	names".	From	the	17th	century	on,	individual	indicates	separateness,	as	in	individualism.[14]	Individuality	is	the	state	or	quality	of	being	an	individuated	being;	a	person	separated	from	everything	with
unique	character	by	possessing	their	own	needs,	goals,	and	desires	in	comparison	to	other	people.[15]	Main	article:	Individuation	The	principle	of	individuation,	or	principium	individuationis,[16]	describes	the	manner	in	which	a	thing	is	identified	as	distinguished	from	other	things.[17]	For	Carl	Jung,	individuation	is	a	process	of	transformation,
whereby	the	personal	and	collective	unconscious	is	brought	into	consciousness	(by	means	of	dreams,	active	imagination	or	free	association	to	take	examples)	to	be	assimilated	into	the	whole	personality.	It	is	a	completely	natural	process	necessary	for	the	integration	of	the	psyche	to	take	place.[18]	Jung	considered	individuation	to	be	the	central
process	of	human	development.[19]	In	L'individuation	psychique	et	collective,	Gilbert	Simondon	developed	a	theory	of	individual	and	collective	individuation	in	which	the	individual	subject	is	considered	as	an	effect	of	individuation	rather	than	a	cause.	Thus,	the	individual	atom	is	replaced	by	a	never-ending	ontological	process	of	individuation.
Individuation	is	an	always	incomplete	process,	always	leaving	a	"pre-individual"	left-over,	itself	making	possible	future	individuations.[20]	The	philosophy	of	Bernard	Stiegler	draws	upon	and	modifies	the	work	of	Gilbert	Simondon	on	individuation	and	also	upon	similar	ideas	in	Friedrich	Nietzsche	and	Sigmund	Freud.	For	Stiegler,	"the	I,	as	a	psychic
individual,	can	only	be	thought	in	relationship	to	we,	which	is	a	collective	individual.	The	I	is	constituted	in	adopting	a	collective	tradition,	which	it	inherits	and	in	which	a	plurality	of	I's	acknowledge	each	other's	existence."[21]	Individualism	holds	that	a	person	taking	part	in	society	attempts	to	learn	and	discover	what	their	own	interests	are	on	a
personal	basis,	without	a	presumed	following	of	the	interests	of	a	societal	structure	(an	individualist	need	not	be	an	egoist).	The	individualist	does	not	necessarily	follow	one	particular	philosophy.	They	may	create	an	amalgamation	of	elements	of	many	philosophies,	based	on	personal	interests	in	particular	aspects	that	they	find	of	use.	On	a	societal
level,	the	individualist	participates	on	a	personally	structured	political	and	moral	ground.	Independent	thinking	and	opinion	is	a	necessary	trait	of	an	individualist.	Jean-Jacques	Rousseau,	claims	that	his	concept	of	general	will	in	The	Social	Contract	is	not	the	simple	collection	of	individual	wills	and	that	it	furthers	the	interests	of	the	individual	(the
constraint	of	law	itself	would	be	beneficial	for	the	individual,	as	the	lack	of	respect	for	the	law	necessarily	entails,	in	Rousseau's	eyes,	a	form	of	ignorance	and	submission	to	one's	passions	instead	of	the	preferred	autonomy	of	reason).	Individualism	versus	collectivism	is	a	common	dichotomy	in	cross-cultural	research.	Global	comparative	studies	have
found	that	the	world's	cultures	vary	in	the	degree	to	which	they	emphasize	individual	autonomy,	freedom	and	initiative	(individualistic	traits),	respectively	conformity	to	group	norms,	maintaining	traditions	and	obedience	to	in-group	authority	(collectivistic	traits).[22]	Cultural	differences	between	individualism	and	collectivism	are	differences	in
degrees,	not	in	kind.[23]	Cultural	individualism	is	strongly	correlated	with	GDP	per	capita[24]	and	venture	capital	investments.[25]	The	cultures	of	economically	developed	regions	such	as	Australia,	New	Zealand,	Japan,	South	Korea,[26][27][28]	North	America	and	Western	Europe	are	the	most	individualistic	in	the	world.	Middle	income	regions	such
as	Eastern	Europe,	South	America	and	mainland	East	Asia	have	cultures	which	are	neither	very	individualistic	nor	very	collectivistic.	The	most	collectivistic	cultures	in	the	world	are	from	economically	developing	regions	such	as	the	Middle	East	and	Northern	Africa,	Sub-Saharan	Africa,	South	and	South-East	Asia,	Central	Asia	and	Central	America.
[29][30][31]	Against	this	background,	a	number	of	prominent	authors	from	various	disciplines	(e.g.,	Louis	Dumont,	Geert	Hofstede,	Anthony	Giddens,	Zygmunt	Bauman,	Ronald	Inglehart)	have	supported	the	influential	thesis	that	the	modernization	of	a	society	goes	hand	in	hand	with	an	increasing	degree	of	individualization.	However,	this	thesis	has
also	found	its	critics,	who	point	out,	among	other	things,	that	the	cultural-historical	development	of	individualism	from	antiquity	to	the	present	has	not	proceeded	in	a	straight	line,	that	some	societies	with	a	more	collectivist	orientation	are	nevertheless	highly	modernized	and	that	the	concepts	of	individualism,	collectivism	and	modernity	lack
conceptual	clarity	so	that	an	appropriately	differentiated	analysis	of	the	alleged	connection	is	still	lacking.[32][33]			An	earlier	analysis	by	Ruth	Benedict	in	her	book	The	Chrysanthemum	and	the	Sword	states	that	societies	and	groups	can	differ	in	the	extent	to	which	they	are	based	upon	predominantly	"self-regarding"	(individualistic,	and/or	self-
interested)	behaviors,	rather	than	"other-regarding"	(group-oriented,	and	group,	or	society-minded)	behaviors.	Ruth	Benedict	made	a	distinction,	relevant	in	this	context,	between	guilt	societies	(e.g.	medieval	Europe)	with	an	"internal	reference	standard"	and	shame	societies	(e.g.	Japan,	"bringing	shame	upon	one's	ancestors")	with	an	"external
reference	standard",	where	people	look	to	their	peers	for	feedback	on	whether	an	action	is	acceptable	or	not.[34]	Individualism	is	often	contrasted	either	with	totalitarianism	or	with	collectivism,[8]	but	there	is	a	spectrum	of	behaviors	at	the	societal	level	ranging	from	highly	individualistic	societies	through	mixed	societies	to	collectivist.[35][36]	A
2022	study	published	by	the	Journal	of	Economic	Behavior	and	Organization	indicates	that	the	individualistic	societies	have	higher	levels	of	charitable	giving,	providing	a	response	to	critics	of	individualism	and	capitalism.	The	authors	propose	that	individualism	increases	charity	through	direct	mechanisms	(self-interested	giving)	and	indirect
mechanisms	(reinforcing	economic	freedom).[37]	The	findings	support	classical	liberal	arguments	that	individualism	has	virtues,	aligning	with	the	views	of	thinkers	like	Adam	Smith	and	David	Hume.	According	to	an	Oxford	Dictionary,	"competitive	individualism"	in	sociology	is	"the	view	that	achievement	and	non-achievement	should	depend	on	merit.
Effort	and	ability	are	regarded	as	prerequisites	of	success.	Competition	is	seen	as	an	acceptable	means	of	distributing	limited	resources	and	rewards.	Methodological	individualism	is	the	view	that	phenomena	can	only	be	understood	by	examining	how	they	result	from	the	motivations	and	actions	of	individual	agents.[38]	In	economics,	people's
behavior	is	explained	in	terms	of	rational	choices,	as	constrained	by	prices	and	incomes.	The	economist	accepts	individuals'	preferences	as	givens.	Becker	and	Stigler	provide	a	forceful	statement	of	this	view:	On	the	traditional	view,	an	explanation	of	economic	phenomena	that	reaches	a	difference	in	tastes	between	people	or	times	is	the	terminus	of
the	argument:	the	problem	is	abandoned	at	this	point	to	whoever	studies	and	explains	tastes	(psychologists?	anthropologists?	phrenologists?	sociobiologists?).	On	our	preferred	interpretation,	one	never	reaches	this	impasse:	the	economist	continues	to	search	for	differences	in	prices	or	incomes	to	explain	any	differences	or	changes	in	behavior.[39]
"With	the	abolition	of	private	property,	then,	we	shall	have	true,	beautiful,	healthy	Individualism.	Nobody	will	waste	his	life	in	accumulating	things,	and	the	symbols	for	things.	One	will	live.	To	live	is	the	rarest	thing	in	the	world.	Most	people	exist,	that	is	all."	—Oscar	Wilde,	The	Soul	of	Man	under	Socialism,	1891	Individualists	are	chiefly	concerned
with	protecting	individual	autonomy	against	obligations	imposed	by	social	institutions	(such	as	the	state	or	religious	morality).	For	L.	Susan	Brown,	"Liberalism	and	anarchism	are	two	political	philosophies	that	are	fundamentally	concerned	with	individual	freedom	yet	differ	from	one	another	in	very	distinct	ways.	Anarchism	shares	with	liberalism	a
radical	commitment	to	individual	freedom	while	rejecting	liberalism's	competitive	property	relations."[6]	Civil	libertarianism	is	a	strain	of	political	thought	that	supports	civil	liberties,	or	which	emphasizes	the	supremacy	of	individual	rights	and	personal	freedoms	over	and	against	any	kind	of	authority	(such	as	a	state,	a	corporation	and	social	norms
imposed	through	peer	pressure,	among	others).[40]	Civil	libertarianism	is	not	a	complete	ideology;	rather,	it	is	a	collection	of	views	on	the	specific	issues	of	civil	liberties	and	civil	rights.	Because	of	this,	a	civil	libertarian	outlook	is	compatible	with	many	other	political	philosophies,	and	civil	libertarianism	is	found	on	both	the	right	and	left	in	modern
politics.[41]	For	scholar	Ellen	Meiksins	Wood,	"there	are	doctrines	of	individualism	that	are	opposed	to	Lockean	individualism	[...]	and	non-Lockean	individualism	may	encompass	socialism".[42]	British	historians	such	as	Emily	Robinson,	Camilla	Schofield,	Florence	Sutcliffe-Braithwaite	and	Natalie	Thomlinson	have	argued	that	Britons	were	keen
about	defining	and	claiming	their	individual	rights,	identities	and	perspectives	by	the	1970s,	demanding	greater	personal	autonomy	and	self-determination	and	less	outside	control,	angrily	complaining	that	the	establishment	was	withholding	it.	Historians	argue	that	this	shift	in	concerns	helped	cause	Thatcherism	and	was	incorporated	into
Thatcherism's	appeal.[43]	Main	article:	Anarchism	Part	of	a	series	onAnarchism	Definition	Glossary	Outline	Schools	of	thought	Black	Capitalist	Collectivist	Communist	Contemporary	Feminist	Green	Individualist	Egoist	Insurrectionary	Market	Nationalist	Pacifist	Philosophical	Primitivist	Queer	Religious	Christian	Jewish	Social	Syndicalist	Synthesis
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portalvte	Within	anarchism,	individualist	anarchism	represents	several	traditions	of	thought	within	the	anarchist	movement	that	emphasize	the	individual	and	their	will	over	any	kinds	of	external	determinants	such	as	groups,	society,	traditions	and	ideological	systems.[44][45]	Individualist	anarchism	is	not	a	single	philosophy	but	refers	to	a	group	of
individualistic	philosophies	that	sometimes	are	in	conflict.	In	1793,	William	Godwin,	who	has	often[46]	been	cited	as	the	first	anarchist,	wrote	Political	Justice,	which	some	consider	to	be	the	first	expression	of	anarchism.[47][48]	Godwin,	a	philosophical	anarchist,	from	a	rationalist	and	utilitarian	basis	opposed	revolutionary	action	and	saw	a	minimal
state	as	a	present	"necessary	evil"	that	would	become	increasingly	irrelevant	and	powerless	by	the	gradual	spread	of	knowledge.[47][49]	Godwin	advocated	individualism,	proposing	that	all	cooperation	in	labour	be	eliminated	on	the	premise	that	this	would	be	most	conducive	with	the	general	good.[50][51]	An	influential	form	of	individualist
anarchism	called	egoism,[52]	or	egoist	anarchism,	was	expounded	by	one	of	the	earliest	and	best-known	proponents	of	individualist	anarchism,	the	German	Max	Stirner.[53]	Stirner's	The	Ego	and	Its	Own,	published	in	1844,	is	a	founding	text	of	the	philosophy.[53]	According	to	Stirner,	the	only	limitation	on	the	rights	of	the	individual	is	their	power	to
obtain	what	they	desire,[54]	without	regard	for	God,	state,	or	morality.[55]	To	Stirner,	rights	were	spooks	in	the	mind,	and	he	held	that	society	does	not	exist	but	"the	individuals	are	its	reality".[56]	Stirner	advocated	self-assertion	and	foresaw	unions	of	egoists,	non-systematic	associations	continually	renewed	by	all	parties'	support	through	an	act	of
will,[57]	which	Stirner	proposed	as	a	form	of	organization	in	place	of	the	state.[58]	Egoist	anarchists	claim	that	egoism	will	foster	genuine	and	spontaneous	union	between	individuals.[59]	Egoist	anarchism	has	inspired	many	interpretations	of	Stirner's	philosophy.	It	was	re-discovered	and	promoted	by	German	philosophical	anarchist	and	LGBT
activist	John	Henry	Mackay.	Josiah	Warren	is	widely	regarded	as	the	first	American	anarchist[60]	and	The	Peaceful	Revolutionist,	the	four-page	weekly	paper	he	edited	during	1833,	was	the	first	anarchist	periodical	published.[61]	For	American	anarchist	historian	Eunice	Minette	Schuster,	"[i]t	is	apparent	[...]	that	Proudhonian	Anarchism	was	to	be
found	in	the	United	States	at	least	as	early	as	1848	and	that	it	was	not	conscious	of	its	affinity	to	the	Individualist	Anarchism	of	Josiah	Warren	and	Stephen	Pearl	Andrews.	[...]	William	B.	Greene	presented	this	Proudhonian	Mutualism	in	its	purest	and	most	systematic	form".[62]	Henry	David	Thoreau	was	an	important	early	influence	in	individualist
anarchist	thought	in	the	United	States	and	Europe.[63]	Thoreau	was	an	American	author,	poet,	naturalist,	tax	resister,	development	critic,	surveyor,	historian,	philosopher	and	leading	transcendentalist,	who	is	best	known	for	his	book	Walden,	a	reflection	upon	simple	living	in	natural	surroundings,	and	his	essay	Civil	Disobedience,	an	argument	for
individual	resistance	to	civil	government	in	moral	opposition	to	an	unjust	state.	Later,	Benjamin	Tucker	fused	Stirner's	egoism	with	the	economics	of	Warren	and	Proudhon	in	his	eclectic	influential	publication	Liberty.	From	these	early	influences,	anarchism	and	especially	individualist	anarchism	was	related	to	the	issues	of	love	and	sex.	In	different
countries,	this	attracted	a	small	but	diverse	following	of	bohemian	artists	and	intellectuals,[64]	free	love	and	birth	control	advocates,[65][66]	individualist	naturists	nudists	as	in	anarcho-naturism,[67][68][69]	freethought	and	anti-clerical	activists[70]	as	well	as	young	anarchist	outlaws	in	what	came	to	be	known	as	illegalism	and	individual
reclamation,[71][72]	especially	within	European	individualist	anarchism	and	individualist	anarchism	in	France.	These	authors	and	activists	included	Oscar	Wilde,	Émile	Armand,	Han	Ryner,	Henri	Zisly,	Renzo	Novatore,	Miguel	Giménez	Igualada,	Adolf	Brand	and	Lev	Chernyi	among	others.	In	his	important	essay	The	Soul	of	Man	Under	Socialism	from
1891,	Wilde	defended	socialism	as	the	way	to	guarantee	individualism	and	so	he	saw	that	"[w]ith	the	abolition	of	private	property,	then,	we	shall	have	true,	beautiful,	healthy	Individualism.	Nobody	will	waste	his	life	in	accumulating	things,	and	the	symbols	for	things.	One	will	live.	To	live	is	the	rarest	thing	in	the	world.	Most	people	exist,	that	is	all".
[73]	For	anarchist	historian	George	Woodcock,	"Wilde's	aim	in	The	Soul	of	Man	Under	Socialism	is	to	seek	the	society	most	favorable	to	the	artist.	[...]	for	Wilde	art	is	the	supreme	end,	containing	within	itself	enlightenment	and	regeneration,	to	which	all	else	in	society	must	be	subordinated.	[...]	Wilde	represents	the	anarchist	as	aesthete".[74]
Woodcock	finds	that	"[t]he	most	ambitious	contribution	to	literary	anarchism	during	the	1890s	was	undoubtedly	Oscar	Wilde	The	Soul	of	Man	Under	Socialism"	and	finds	that	it	is	influenced	mainly	by	the	thought	of	William	Godwin.[74]	Main	article:	Autarchism	Autarchism	promotes	the	principles	of	individualism,	the	moral	ideology	of	individual
liberty	and	self-reliance	whilst	rejecting	compulsory	government	and	supporting	the	elimination	of	government	in	favor	of	ruling	oneself	to	the	exclusion	of	rule	by	others.	Robert	LeFevre,	recognized	as	an	autarchist	by	anarcho-capitalist	Murray	Rothbard,[75]	distinguished	autarchism	from	anarchy,	whose	economics	he	felt	entailed	interventions
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portalvte	Liberalism	is	the	belief	in	the	importance	of	individual	freedom.	This	belief	is	widely	accepted	in	the	United	States,	Europe,	Australia	and	other	Western	nations,	and	was	recognized	as	an	important	value	by	many	Western	philosophers	throughout	history,	in	particular	since	the	Enlightenment.	It	is	often	rejected	by	collectivist	ideas	such	as
in	Abrahamic	or	Confucian	societies,	although	Taoists	were	and	are	known	to	be	individualists.[77]	The	Roman	Emperor	Marcus	Aurelius	wrote	praising	"the	idea	of	a	polity	administered	with	regard	to	equal	rights	and	equal	freedom	of	speech,	and	the	idea	of	a	kingly	government	which	respects	most	of	all	the	freedom	of	the	governed".[78]
Liberalism	has	its	roots	in	the	Age	of	Enlightenment	and	rejects	many	foundational	assumptions	that	dominated	most	earlier	theories	of	government,	such	as	the	Divine	Right	of	Kings,	hereditary	status,	and	established	religion.	John	Locke	and	Montesquieu	are	often	credited	with	the	philosophical	foundations	of	classical	liberalism,	a	political	ideology
inspired	by	the	broader	liberal	movement.	Locke	wrote	that	"no	one	ought	to	harm	another	in	his	life,	health,	liberty,	or	possessions."[79]	In	the	17th	century,	liberal	ideas	began	to	influence	European	governments	in	nations	such	as	the	Netherlands,	Switzerland,	England	and	Poland,	but	they	were	strongly	opposed,	often	by	armed	might,	by	those
who	favored	absolute	monarchy	and	established	religion.	In	the	18th	century,	the	first	modern	liberal	state	was	founded	without	a	monarch	or	a	hereditary	aristocracy	in	the	United	States	of	America.[80]	The	US	Declaration	of	Independence	includes	the	words	which	echo	Locke	that	"all	men	are	created	equal;	that	they	are	endowed	by	their	Creator
with	certain	unalienable	rights;	that	among	these	are	life,	liberty,	and	the	pursuit	of	happiness;	that	to	insure	these	rights,	governments	are	instituted	among	men,	deriving	their	just	powers	from	the	consent	of	the	governed."[81]	Liberalism	comes	in	many	forms.	According	to	John	N.	Gray,	the	essence	of	liberalism	is	toleration	of	different	beliefs	and
of	different	ideas	as	to	what	constitutes	a	good	life.[82]	Main	article:	Egoist	anarchism	Egoist	philosopher	Max	Stirner	has	been	called	a	proto-existentialist	philosopher	while	at	the	same	time	is	a	central	theorist	of	individualist	anarchism.	Egoist	anarchism	is	a	school	of	anarchist	thought	that	originated	in	the	philosophy	of	Max	Stirner,	a	19th-
century	Hegelian	philosopher	whose	"name	appears	with	familiar	regularity	in	historically	orientated	surveys	of	anarchist	thought	as	one	of	the	earliest	and	best-known	exponents	of	individualist	anarchism."[53]	According	to	Stirner,	the	only	limitation	on	the	rights	of	the	individual	is	their	power	to	obtain	what	they	desire,[54]	without	regard	for	God,
state,	or	morality.[55]	Stirner	advocated	self-assertion	and	foresaw	unions	of	egoists,	non-systematic	associations	continually	renewed	by	all	parties'	support	through	an	act	of	will[57]	which	Stirner	proposed	as	a	form	of	organisation	in	place	of	the	state.[58]	Egoist	anarchists	argue	that	egoism	will	foster	genuine	and	spontaneous	union	between
individuals.[59]	Egoism	has	inspired	many	interpretations	of	Stirner's	philosophy,	but	it	has	also	gone	beyond	Stirner	within	anarchism.	It	was	re-discovered	and	promoted	by	German	philosophical	anarchist	and	LGBT	activist	John	Henry	Mackay.	John	Beverley	Robinson	wrote	an	essay	called	"Egoism"	in	which	he	states	that	"Modern	egoism,	as
propounded	by	Stirner	and	Nietzsche,	and	expounded	by	Ibsen,	Shaw	and	others,	is	all	these;	but	it	is	more.	It	is	the	realization	by	the	individual	that	they	are	an	individual;	that,	as	far	as	they	are	concerned,	they	are	the	only	individual."[83]	Stirner	and	Nietzsche,	who	exerted	influence	on	anarchism	despite	its	opposition,	were	frequently	compared
by	French	"literary	anarchists"	and	anarchist	interpretations	of	Nietzschean	ideas	appear	to	have	also	been	influential	in	the	United	States.[84]	Main	article:	Ethical	egoism	Ethical	egoism,	also	called	simply	egoism,[85]	is	the	normative	ethical	position	that	moral	agents	ought	to	do	what	is	in	their	own	self-interest.	It	differs	from	psychological
egoism,	which	claims	that	people	do	only	act	in	their	self-interest.	Ethical	egoism	also	differs	from	rational	egoism	which	holds	merely	that	it	is	rational	to	act	in	one's	self-interest.	However,	these	doctrines	may	occasionally	be	combined	with	ethical	egoism.	Ethical	egoism	contrasts	with	ethical	altruism,	which	holds	that	moral	agents	have	an
obligation	to	help	and	serve	others.	Egoism	and	altruism	both	contrast	with	ethical	utilitarianism,	which	holds	that	a	moral	agent	should	treat	one's	self	(also	known	as	the	subject)	with	no	higher	regard	than	one	has	for	others	(as	egoism	does,	by	elevating	self-interests	and	"the	self"	to	a	status	not	granted	to	others),	but	that	one	also	should	not	(as
altruism	does)	sacrifice	one's	own	interests	to	help	others'	interests,	so	long	as	one's	own	interests	(i.e.	one's	own	desires	or	well-being)	are	substantially-equivalent	to	the	others'	interests	and	well-being.	Egoism,	utilitarianism,	and	altruism	are	all	forms	of	consequentialism,	but	egoism	and	altruism	contrast	with	utilitarianism,	in	that	egoism	and
altruism	are	both	agent-focused	forms	of	consequentialism	(i.e.	subject-focused	or	subjective),	but	utilitarianism	is	called	agent-neutral	(i.e.	objective	and	impartial)	as	it	does	not	treat	the	subject's	(i.e.	the	self's,	i.e.	the	moral	"agent's")	own	interests	as	being	more	or	less	important	than	if	the	same	interests,	desires,	or	well-being	were	anyone	else's.
Ethical	egoism	does	not	require	moral	agents	to	harm	the	interests	and	well-being	of	others	when	making	moral	deliberation,	e.g.	what	is	in	an	agent's	self-interest	may	be	incidentally	detrimental,	beneficial,	or	neutral	in	its	effect	on	others.	Individualism	allows	for	others'	interest	and	well-being	to	be	disregarded	or	not	as	long	as	what	is	chosen	is
efficacious	in	satisfying	the	self-interest	of	the	agent.	Nor	does	ethical	egoism	necessarily	entail	that	in	pursuing	self-interest	one	ought	always	to	do	what	one	wants	to	do,	e.g.	in	the	long	term	the	fulfilment	of	short-term	desires	may	prove	detrimental	to	the	self.	Fleeting	pleasance	then	takes	a	back	seat	to	protracted	eudaemonia.	In	the	words	of
James	Rachels,	"[e]thical	egoism	[...]	endorses	selfishness,	but	it	doesn't	endorse	foolishness."[86]	Ethical	egoism	is	sometimes	the	philosophical	basis	for	support	of	libertarianism	or	individualist	anarchism	as	in	Max	Stirner,	although	these	can	also	be	based	on	altruistic	motivations.[87]	These	are	political	positions	based	partly	on	a	belief	that
individuals	should	not	coercively	prevent	others	from	exercising	freedom	of	action.	Main	article:	Existentialism	Existentialism	is	a	term	applied	to	the	work	of	a	number	of	19th-	and	20th-century	philosophers	who	generally	held,	despite	profound	doctrinal	differences,[88][89]	that	the	focus	of	philosophical	thought	should	be	to	deal	with	the	conditions
of	existence	of	the	individual	person	and	their	emotions,	actions,	responsibilities,	and	thoughts.[90][91]	The	early	19th	century	philosopher	Søren	Kierkegaard,	posthumously	regarded	as	the	father	of	existentialism,[92][93]	maintained	that	the	individual	solely	has	the	responsibilities	of	giving	one's	own	life	meaning	and	living	that	life	passionately	and
sincerely,[94][95]	in	spite	of	many	existential	obstacles	and	distractions	including	despair,	angst,	absurdity,	alienation	and	boredom.[96]	Subsequent	existential	philosophers	retain	the	emphasis	on	the	individual,	but	differ	in	varying	degrees	on	how	one	achieves	and	what	constitutes	a	fulfilling	life,	what	obstacles	must	be	overcome,	and	what	external
and	internal	factors	are	involved,	including	the	potential	consequences	of	the	existence[97][98]	or	non-existence	of	God.[99][100]	Many	existentialists	have	also	regarded	traditional	systematic	or	academic	philosophy	in	both	style	and	content	as	too	abstract	and	remote	from	concrete	human	experience.[101][102]	Existentialism	became	fashionable
after	World	War	II	as	a	way	to	reassert	the	importance	of	human	individuality	and	freedom.[103]	Nietzsche's	concept	of	the	superman	is	closely	related	to	the	idea	of	individualism	and	the	pursuit	of	one's	own	unique	path	and	potential.[104]	Main	article:	Freethought	Freethought	holds	that	individuals	should	not	accept	ideas	proposed	as	truth
without	recourse	to	knowledge	and	reason.	Thus,	freethinkers	strive	to	build	their	opinions	on	the	basis	of	facts,	scientific	inquiry	and	logical	principles,	independent	of	any	logical	fallacies	or	intellectually	limiting	effects	of	authority,	confirmation	bias,	cognitive	bias,	conventional	wisdom,	popular	culture,	prejudice,	sectarianism,	tradition,	urban
legend	and	all	other	dogmas.	Regarding	religion,	freethinkers	hold	that	there	is	insufficient	evidence	to	scientifically	validate	the	existence	of	supernatural	phenomena.[105]	Main	article:	Humanism	Humanism	is	a	perspective	common	to	a	wide	range	of	ethical	stances	that	attaches	importance	to	human	dignity,	concerns,	and	capabilities,	particularly
rationality.	Although	the	word	has	many	senses,	its	meaning	comes	into	focus	when	contrasted	to	the	supernatural	or	to	appeals	to	authority.[106][107]	Since	the	19th	century,	humanism	has	been	associated	with	an	anti-clericalism	inherited	from	the	18th-century	Enlightenment	philosophes.	21st	century	Humanism	tends	to	strongly	endorse	human
rights,	including	reproductive	rights,	gender	equality,[108]	social	justice,	and	the	separation	of	church	and	state.	The	term	covers	organized	non-theistic	religions,	secular	humanism,	and	a	humanistic	life	stance.[109]	Main	article:	Hedonism	Philosophical	hedonism	is	a	meta-ethical	theory	of	value	which	argues	that	pleasure	is	the	only	intrinsic	good
and	pain	is	the	only	intrinsic	bad.[110]	The	basic	idea	behind	hedonistic	thought	is	that	pleasure	(an	umbrella	term	for	all	inherently	likable	emotions)	is	the	only	thing	that	is	good	in	and	of	itself	or	by	its	very	nature.	This	implies	evaluating	the	moral	worth	of	character	or	behavior	according	to	the	extent	that	the	pleasure	it	produces	exceeds	the	pain
it	entails.	Main	article:	Libertine	A	libertine	is	one	devoid	of	most	moral	restraints,	which	are	seen	as	unnecessary	or	undesirable,	especially	one	who	ignores	or	even	spurns	accepted	morals	and	forms	of	behaviour	sanctified	by	the	larger	society.[111][112]	Libertines	place	value	on	physical	pleasures,	meaning	those	experienced	through	the	senses.
As	a	philosophy,	libertinism	gained	new-found	adherents	in	the	17th,	18th,	and	19th	centuries,	particularly	in	France	and	Great	Britain.	Notable	among	these	were	John	Wilmot,	2nd	Earl	of	Rochester	and	the	Marquis	de	Sade.	During	the	Baroque	era	in	France,	there	existed	a	freethinking	circle	of	philosophers	and	intellectuals	who	were	collectively
known	as	libertinage	érudit	and	which	included	Gabriel	Naudé,	Élie	Diodati	and	François	de	La	Mothe	Le	Vayer.[113][114]	The	critic	Vivian	de	Sola	Pinto	linked	John	Wilmot,	2nd	Earl	of	Rochester's	libertinism	to	Hobbesian	materialism.[115]	Main	article:	Objectivism	Objectivism	is	a	system	of	philosophy	created	by	philosopher	and	novelist	Ayn	Rand



which	holds	that	reality	exists	independent	of	consciousness;	human	beings	gain	knowledge	rationally	from	perception	through	the	process	of	concept	formation	and	inductive	and	deductive	logic;	the	moral	purpose	of	one's	life	is	the	pursuit	of	one's	own	happiness	or	rational	self-interest.[116]	Rand	thinks	the	only	social	system	consistent	with	this
morality	is	full	respect	for	individual	rights,	embodied	in	pure	laissez-faire	capitalism;	and	the	role	of	art	in	human	life	is	to	transform	man's	widest	metaphysical	ideas,	by	selective	reproduction	of	reality,	into	a	physical	form	–	a	work	of	art	–	that	he	can	comprehend	and	to	which	he	can	respond	emotionally.	Objectivism	celebrates	man	as	his	own
hero,	"with	his	own	happiness	as	the	moral	purpose	of	his	life,	with	productive	achievement	as	his	noblest	activity,	and	reason	as	his	only	absolute."[117]	Main	article:	Philosophical	anarchism	Benjamin	Tucker,	American	individualist	anarchist	who	focused	on	economics	calling	them	anarchistic-socialism[118]	and	adhering	to	the	mutualist	economics
of	Pierre-Joseph	Proudhon	and	Josiah	Warren	Philosophical	anarchism	is	an	anarchist	school	of	thought[119]	which	contends	that	the	state	lacks	moral	legitimacy.	In	contrast	to	revolutionary	anarchism,	philosophical	anarchism	does	not	advocate	violent	revolution	to	eliminate	it	but	advocates	peaceful	evolution	to	superate	it.[120]	Although
philosophical	anarchism	does	not	necessarily	imply	any	action	or	desire	for	the	elimination	of	the	state,	philosophical	anarchists	do	not	believe	that	they	have	an	obligation	or	duty	to	obey	the	state,	or	conversely	that	the	state	has	a	right	to	command.	Philosophical	anarchism	is	a	component	especially	of	individualist	anarchism.[121]	Philosophical
anarchists	of	historical	note	include	Mohandas	Gandhi,	William	Godwin,	Pierre-Joseph	Proudhon,	Max	Stirner,[122]	Benjamin	Tucker[123]	and	Henry	David	Thoreau.[124]	Contemporary	philosophical	anarchists	include	A.	John	Simmons	and	Robert	Paul	Wolff.	Main	article:	Subjectivism	Subjectivism	is	a	philosophical	tenet	that	accords	primacy	to
subjective	experience	as	fundamental	of	all	measure	and	law.	In	extreme	forms	such	as	solipsism,	it	may	hold	that	the	nature	and	existence	of	every	object	depends	solely	on	someone's	subjective	awareness	of	it.	In	the	proposition	5.632	of	the	Tractatus	Logico-Philosophicus,	Ludwig	Wittgenstein	wrote:	"The	subject	doesn't	belong	to	the	world,	but	it
is	a	limit	of	the	world".	Metaphysical	subjectivism	is	the	theory	that	reality	is	what	we	perceive	to	be	real,	and	that	there	is	no	underlying	true	reality	that	exists	independently	of	perception.	One	can	also	hold	that	it	is	consciousness	rather	than	perception	that	is	reality	(subjective	idealism).	In	probability,	a	subjectivism	stands	for	the	belief	that
probabilities	are	simply	degrees-of-belief	by	rational	agents	in	a	certain	proposition	and	which	have	no	objective	reality	in	and	of	themselves.	Ethical	subjectivism	stands	in	opposition	to	moral	realism,	which	claims	that	moral	propositions	refer	to	objective	facts,	independent	of	human	opinion;	to	error	theory,	which	denies	that	any	moral	propositions
are	true	in	any	sense;	and	to	non-cognitivism,	which	denies	that	moral	sentences	express	propositions	at	all.	The	most	common	forms	of	ethical	subjectivism	are	also	forms	of	moral	relativism,	with	moral	standards	held	to	be	relative	to	each	culture	or	society,	i.e.	cultural	relativism,	or	even	to	every	individual.	The	latter	view,	as	put	forward	by
Protagoras,	holds	that	there	are	as	many	distinct	scales	of	good	and	evil	as	there	are	subjects	in	the	world.	Moral	subjectivism	is	that	species	of	moral	relativism	that	relativizes	moral	value	to	the	individual	subject.	Horst	Matthai	Quelle	was	a	Spanish-language	German	anarchist	philosopher	influenced	by	Max	Stirner.[125]	Quelle	argued	that	since
the	individual	gives	form	to	the	world,	he	is	those	objects,	the	others	and	the	whole	universe.[125]	One	of	his	main	views	was	a	"theory	of	infinite	worlds"	which	for	him	was	developed	by	pre-socratic	philosophers.[125]	Main	article:	Solipsism	Solipsism	is	the	philosophical	idea	that	only	one's	own	mind	is	sure	to	exist.	The	term	comes	from	Latin	solus
("alone")	and	ipse	("self").	Solipsism	as	an	epistemological	position	holds	that	knowledge	of	anything	outside	one's	own	mind	is	unsure.	The	external	world	and	other	minds	cannot	be	known,	and	might	not	exist	outside	the	mind.	As	a	metaphysical	position,	solipsism	goes	further	to	the	conclusion	that	the	world	and	other	minds	do	not	exist.	Solipsism
is	the	only	epistemological	position	that,	by	its	own	postulate,	is	both	irrefutable	and	yet	indefensible	in	the	same	manner.	Although	the	number	of	individuals	sincerely	espousing	solipsism	has	been	small,	it	is	not	uncommon	for	one	philosopher	to	accuse	another's	arguments	of	entailing	solipsism	as	an	unwanted	consequence,	in	a	kind	of	reductio	ad
absurdum.	In	the	history	of	philosophy,	solipsism	has	served	as	a	skeptical	hypothesis.	The	doctrine	of	economic	individualism	holds	that	each	individual	should	be	allowed	autonomy	in	making	their	own	economic	decisions	as	opposed	to	those	decisions	being	made	by	the	community,	the	corporation	or	the	state	for	him	or	her.	Main	article:	Classical
liberalism	Liberalism	is	a	political	ideology	that	developed	in	the	19th	century	in	the	Americas,	England,	France	and	Western	Europe.	It	followed	earlier	forms	of	liberalism	in	its	commitment	to	personal	freedom	and	popular	government,	but	differed	from	earlier	forms	of	liberalism	in	its	commitment	to	classical	economics	and	free	markets.[126]
Notable	liberals	in	the	19th	century	include	Jean-Baptiste	Say,	Thomas	Malthus	and	David	Ricardo.	Classical	liberalism,	sometimes	also	used	as	a	label	to	refer	to	all	forms	of	liberalism	before	the	20th	century,	was	revived	in	the	20th	century	by	Ludwig	von	Mises	and	Friedrich	Hayek	and	further	developed	by	Milton	Friedman,	Robert	Nozick,	Loren
Lomasky	and	Jan	Narveson.[127]	Main	article:	Libertarianism	Part	of	a	series	onLibertarianism	Variants	Authoritarian	Christian	Civil	Consequentialist	Conservative	Georgist	Green	Left	Natural-rights	Neo	Paleo	Paternalistic	Right	Socialist	Technological	Concepts	Anti-capitalism	Anti-statism	Austrian	school	of	economics	Bitcoin	Civil	libertarianism
Crypto-anarchism	Cryptocurrency	Counter-economics	Decentralization	Departurism	Evictionism	Expropriative	anarchism	Federalism	(anarchist)	Free	association	(Marxism	and	anarchism)	Free	market	Free-market	environmentalism	Freedom	of	association	Freedom	of	choice	Freedom	of	contract	Gift	economy	Homestead	principle	Illegalism
Individualism	Individualist	feminism	Individual	reclamation	Liberty	Libertarianism	(metaphysics)	Localism	Natural	law	Natural	rights	and	legal	rights	Night-watchman	state	Non-aggression	principle	Participatory	economics	Property	is	theft!	Refusal	of	work	School	of	Salamanca	Self-ownership	Single	tax	Spontaneous	order	Stateless	society	Voluntary
association	Voluntary	society	Workers'	councils	Workers'	self-management	Issues	Abortion	Affirmative	action	Anarcho-capitalism	and	minarchism	Capital	punishment	Foreign	intervention	Immigration	Intellectual	property	Internal	debates	LGBT	rights	Objectivism	Political	alliances	Political	parties	Theories	of	law	War	on	Drugs	Intellectuals	La	Boétie
Locke	Franklin	Paine	Bentham	Godwin	Humboldt	Hodgskin	Warren	Emerson	Stirner	Spooner	Proudhon	Andrews	Bakunin	Thoreau	Spencer	Margall	Morris	Herbert	George	Menger	Sumner	Böhm-Bawerk	De	Cleyre	Goldman	Ginsberg	Gandhi	Mises	Paterson	Hayek	Rand	Lachmann	Friedman	(Milton)	Bookchin	Hess	Rothbard	Chomsky	Gauthier	Peikoff
Narveson	Raico	Nozick	Machan	Block	Steiner	Friedman	(David)	Van	Dun	Konkin	Childs	Hoppe	Schmidtz	Eland	Sciabarra	Lottieri	Klein	Martín	Otsuka	Foley	Sautet	Huemer	Brennan	Politicians	Burke	Jefferson	Bastiat	Gladstone	Acton	Cleveland	Coolidge	Goldwater	Paul	Korwin-Mikke	Massie	Nolan	Johnson	Milei	Hannan	Polis	By	country	United
Kingdom	United	States	Related	topics	Abolitionism	Anti-collectivism	Anti-communism	Anti-fascism	Anti-socialism	Austro-libertarianism	Center	for	Libertarian	Studies	Civil	libertarianism	Classical	liberalism	Conscientious	objector	Constitutionalism	Cultural	liberalism	Economic	liberalism	Freeman	on	the	land	movement	Fusionism	Geolibertarianism
Georgism	Green	libertarianism	Libertarian	conservatism	Libertarian	Democrats	Libertarian	socialism	Libertarian	Republicans	Libertarian	science	fiction	Libertarianism	in	the	United	Kingdom	Libertarianism	in	the	United	States	Objectivism	Public	choice	theory	Small	government	Sovereign	citizen	movement	Technolibertarianism	Libertarianism
portal	Politics	portalvte	Libertarianism	upholds	liberty	as	a	core	principle.[128]	Libertarians	seek	to	maximize	autonomy	and	political	freedom,	emphasizing	free	association,	freedom	of	choice,	individualism	and	voluntary	association.[129]	Libertarianism	shares	a	skepticism	of	authority	and	state	power,	but	libertarians	diverge	on	the	scope	of	their
opposition	to	existing	economic	and	political	systems.	Various	schools	of	libertarian	thought	offer	a	range	of	views	regarding	the	legitimate	functions	of	state	and	private	power,	often	calling	for	the	restriction	or	dissolution	of	coercive	social	institutions.	Different	categorizations	have	been	used	to	distinguish	various	forms	of	libertarianism.[130][131]
This	is	done	to	distinguish	libertarian	views	on	the	nature	of	property	and	capital,	usually	along	left–right	or	socialist–capitalist	lines.[132]	Main	article:	Left-libertarianism	Left-libertarianism	represents	several	related	yet	distinct	approaches	to	politics,	society,	culture	and	political	and	social	theory	which	stress	both	individual	and	political	freedom
alongside	social	justice.	Unlike	right-libertarians,	left-libertarians	believe	that	neither	claiming	nor	mixing	one's	labor	with	natural	resources	is	enough	to	generate	full	private	property	rights,[133][134]	and	maintain	that	natural	resources	(land,	oil,	gold,	trees)	ought	to	be	held	in	some	egalitarian	manner,	either	unowned	or	owned	collectively.[134]
Those	left-libertarians	who	support	property	do	so	under	different	property	norms[135][136][137][138]	and	theories,[139][140][141]	or	under	the	condition	that	recompense	is	offered	to	the	local	or	global	community.[134]	Related	terms	include	egalitarian	libertarianism,[142][143]	left-wing	libertarianism,[144]	libertarianism,[145]	libertarian
socialism,[146][147]	social	libertarianism[148]	and	socialist	libertarianism.[149]	Left-libertarianism	can	refer	generally	to	these	related	and	overlapping	schools	of	thought:	Anti-authoritarian	varieties	of	left-wing	politics,	in	particular	within	the	socialist	movement,	usually	known	as	libertarian	socialism.[146][147]	Geolibertarianism,	an	American
synthesis	of	libertarianism	and	Georgism.[150][151]	Market	anarchism,	stressing	the	socially	transformative	potential	of	non-aggression	and	anti-capitalist	freed	markets.[152][153]	Steiner–Vallentyne	school,	named	after	Hillel	Steiner	and	Peter	Vallentyne,	whose	proponents	draw	conclusions	from	classical	liberal	or	market	liberal	premises.[154]
Part	of	a	series	onLibertarian	socialism	Concepts	Anti-authoritarianism	Class	conflict	Decentralization	Egalitarian	community	Free	association	Mutual	aid	Revolutionary	spontaneity	Workers'	control	Economics	Anti-capitalism	Co-operative	economics	Decentralized	planning	Economic	democracy	Industrial	democracy	Participatory	economics
Socialization	Socialist	economics	Worker	cooperative	Workers'	self-management	People	Albert	Andrews	Bakunin	Berkman	Bookchin	Boric	Camus	Castoriadis	Chomsky	Cole	Déjacque	Dutschke	Foot	Fotopoulos	Fourier	Guérin	Kropotkin	Lefort	Luxemburg	Makhno	Marcos	Morris	Marcuse	Negri	Öcalan	Pallis	Pankhurst	Pannekoek	Pi	i	Margall	Proudhon
Rocker	Russell	Rühle	Variants	Anarchist	tendencies	Social	anarchism	Communist	Collectivist	Individualist	anarchism	Market	Mutualism	Anarcho-syndicalism	Marxist	tendencies	Autonomism	Chaulieu–Montal	tendency	Communization	Council	communism	Mao-Spontex	Situationism	Western	Marxism	Other	tendencies	Democratic	confederalism	Guild
socialism	Libertarian	municipalism	Utopian	socialism	Neozapatismo	History	International	Workingmen's	Association	Revolutions	of	1917–1923	Makhnovshchina	Korean	People's	Association	in	Manchuria	Spanish	Revolution	of	1936	New	Left	New	social	movements	Zapatista	uprising	MAREZ	Rojava	Revolution	AANES	Related	topics	Communism
Libertarianism	Social	democracy	Socialism	Democratic	socialism	Eco-socialism	Syndicalism	Libertarianism	portal	Socialism	portalvte	Libertarian	socialism,	sometimes	dubbed	left-libertarianism[155][156]	and	socialist	libertarianism,[157]	is	an	anti-authoritarian,	anti-statist	and	libertarian[158]	tradition	within	the	socialist	movement	that	rejects	the
state	socialist	conception	of	socialism	as	a	statist	form	where	the	state	retains	centralized	control	of	the	economy.[159][160]	Libertarian	socialists	criticize	wage	slavery	relationships	within	the	workplace,[161]	emphasizing	workers'	self-management	of	the	workplace[160]	and	decentralized	structures	of	political	organization.[162][163][164]
Libertarian	socialism	asserts	that	a	society	based	on	freedom	and	justice	can	be	achieved	through	abolishing	authoritarian	institutions	that	control	certain	means	of	production	and	subordinate	the	majority	to	an	owning	class	or	political	and	economic	elite.[165]	Libertarian	socialists	advocate	for	decentralized	structures	based	on	direct	democracy
and	federal	or	confederal	associations	such	as	libertarian	municipalism,	citizens'	assemblies,	trade	unions	and	workers'	councils.[166][167]	All	of	this	is	generally	done	within	a	general	call	for	liberty[168][169]	and	free	association[170]	through	the	identification,	criticism	and	practical	dismantling	of	illegitimate	authority	in	all	aspects	of	human	life.
[171][172][173][174][175][176][177][178]	Within	the	larger	socialist	movement,	libertarian	socialism	seeks	to	distinguish	itself	from	Leninism	and	social	democracy.[179][180]	Past	and	present	currents	and	movements	commonly	described	as	libertarian	socialist	include	anarchism	(especially	anarchist	schools	of	thought	such	as	anarcho-communism,
anarcho-syndicalism,[181]	collectivist	anarchism,	green	anarchism,	individualist	anarchism,[182][183][184][185]	mutualism,[186]	and	social	anarchism)	as	well	as	communalism,	some	forms	of	democratic	socialism,	guild	socialism,[187]	libertarian	Marxism[188]	(autonomism,	council	communism,[189]	left	communism,	and	Luxemburgism,	among
others),[190][191]	participism,	revolutionary	syndicalism	and	some	versions	of	utopian	socialism.[192]	Main	article:	Right-libertarianism	Right-libertarianism	represents	either	non-collectivist	forms	of	libertarianism[193]	or	a	variety	of	different	libertarian	views	that	scholars	label	to	the	right	of	libertarianism[194][195]	such	as	libertarian
conservatism.[196]	Related	terms	include	conservative	libertarianism,[197][198][199]	libertarian	capitalism[200]	and	right-wing	libertarianism.[149][201][202]	In	the	mid-20th	century,	right-libertarian	ideologies	such	as	anarcho-capitalism	and	minarchism	co-opted[203][204]	the	term	libertarian	to	advocate	laissez-faire	capitalism	and	strong	private
property	rights	such	as	in	land,	infrastructure	and	natural	resources.[205]	The	latter	is	the	dominant	form	of	libertarianism	in	the	United	States,[149]	where	it	advocates	civil	liberties,[206]	natural	law,[207]	free-market	capitalism[208][209]	and	a	major	reversal	of	the	modern	welfare	state.[210]	Main	article:	Mutualism	(economic	theory)	Influential
French	individualist	anarchist	Émile	Armand	With	regard	to	economic	questions	within	individualist	socialist	schools	such	as	individualist	anarchism,	there	are	adherents	to	mutualism	(Pierre-Joseph	Proudhon,	Émile	Armand	and	early	Benjamin	Tucker);	natural	rights	positions	(early	Benjamin	Tucker,	Lysander	Spooner	and	Josiah	Warren);	and
egoistic	disrespect	for	"ghosts"	such	as	private	property	and	markets	(Max	Stirner,	John	Henry	Mackay,	Lev	Chernyi,	later	Benjamin	Tucker,	Renzo	Novatore	and	illegalism).	Contemporary	individualist	anarchist	Kevin	Carson	characterizes	American	individualist	anarchism	saying	that	"[u]nlike	the	rest	of	the	socialist	movement,	the	individualist
anarchists	believed	that	the	natural	wage	of	labor	in	a	free	market	was	its	product,	and	that	economic	exploitation	could	only	take	place	when	capitalists	and	landlords	harnessed	the	power	of	the	state	in	their	interests.	Thus,	individualist	anarchism	was	an	alternative	both	to	the	increasing	statism	of	the	mainstream	socialist	movement,	and	to	a
classical	liberal	movement	that	was	moving	toward	a	mere	apologetic	for	the	power	of	big	business."[211]	Mutualism	is	an	anarchist	school	of	thought	which	can	be	traced	to	the	writings	of	Pierre-Joseph	Proudhon,	who	envisioned	a	socialist	society	where	each	person	possess	a	means	of	production,	either	individually	or	collectively,	with	trade
representing	equivalent	amounts	of	labor	in	the	free	market.[212]	Integral	to	the	scheme	was	the	establishment	of	a	mutual-credit	bank	which	would	lend	to	producers	at	a	minimal	interest	rate	only	high	enough	to	cover	the	costs	of	administration.[213]	Mutualism	is	based	on	a	labor	theory	of	value	which	holds	that	when	labor	or	its	product	is	sold,	it
ought	to	receive	goods	or	services	in	exchange	embodying	"the	amount	of	labor	necessary	to	produce	an	article	of	exactly	similar	and	equal	utility"	and	that	receiving	anything	less	would	be	considered	exploitation,	theft	of	labor,	or	usury.[214]	The	Greek	philosopher	Plato	emphasized	that	individuals	must	adhere	to	laws	and	perform	duties	while
declining	to	grant	individuals	rights	to	limit	or	reject	state	interference	in	their	lives.[215]	German	philosopher	Georg	Wilhelm	Friedrich	Hegel	criticized	individualism	by	claiming	that	human	self-consciousness	relies	on	recognition	from	others,	therefore	embracing	a	holistic	view	and	rejecting	the	idea	of	the	world	as	a	collection	of	atomized
individuals.[216][217]	Fascists	believe	that	the	liberal	emphasis	on	individual	freedom	produces	national	divisiveness.[218]	Pope	Francis	criticised	a	"me"-centred	form	of	individualism	in	his	2015	encyclical	letter	Laudato	si':Men	and	women	of	our	postmodern	world	run	the	risk	of	rampant	individualism,	and	many	problems	of	society	are	connected
with	today's	self-centred	culture	of	instant	gratification.[219]As	an	example	he	comments	on	parents	who	"can	be	prone	to	impulsive	and	wasteful	consumption,	which	then	affects	their	children	who	find	it	increasingly	difficult	to	acquire	a	home	of	their	own	and	build	a	family."[219]	Oscar	Wilde,	famous	Irish	socialist	writer	of	the	decadent	movement
and	famous	dandy	The	anarchist[220]	writer	and	bohemian	Oscar	Wilde	wrote	in	his	famous	essay	The	Soul	of	Man	under	Socialism	that	"Art	is	individualism,	and	individualism	is	a	disturbing	and	disintegrating	force.	There	lies	its	immense	value.	For	what	it	seeks	is	to	disturb	monotony	of	type,	slavery	of	custom,	tyranny	of	habit,	and	the	reduction	of
man	to	the	level	of	a	machine."[73]	For	anarchist	historian	George	Woodcock,	"Wilde's	aim	in	The	Soul	of	Man	under	Socialism	is	to	seek	the	society	most	favorable	to	the	artist,	[...]	for	Wilde	art	is	the	supreme	end,	containing	within	itself	enlightenment	and	regeneration,	to	which	all	else	in	society	must	be	subordinated.	[...]	Wilde	represents	the
anarchist	as	aesthete."[74]	In	this	way,	individualism	has	been	used	to	denote	a	personality	with	a	strong	tendency	towards	self-creation	and	experimentation	as	opposed	to	tradition	or	popular	mass	opinions	and	behaviors.[5][9]	Anarchist	writer	Murray	Bookchin	describes	a	lot	of	individualist	anarchists	as	people	who	"expressed	their	opposition	in
uniquely	personal	forms,	especially	in	fiery	tracts,	outrageous	behavior,	and	aberrant	lifestyles	in	the	cultural	ghettos	of	fin	de	siècle	New	York,	Paris,	and	London.	As	a	credo,	individualist	anarchism	remained	largely	a	bohemian	lifestyle,	most	conspicuous	in	its	demands	for	sexual	freedom	('free	love')	and	enamored	of	innovations	in	art,	behavior,
and	clothing."[64]	In	relation	to	this	view	of	individuality,	French	individualist	anarchist	Émile	Armand	advocated	egoistical	denial	of	social	conventions	and	dogmas	to	live	in	accord	to	one's	own	ways	and	desires	in	daily	life	since	he	emphasized	anarchism	as	a	way	of	life	and	practice.	In	this	way,	he	opined	that	"the	anarchist	individualist	tends	to
reproduce	himself,	to	perpetuate	his	spirit	in	other	individuals	who	will	share	his	views	and	who	will	make	it	possible	for	a	state	of	affairs	to	be	established	from	which	authoritarianism	has	been	banished.	It	is	this	desire,	this	will,	not	only	to	live,	but	also	to	reproduce	oneself,	which	we	shall	call	'activity.'"[221]	In	the	book	Imperfect	Garden:	The
Legacy	of	Humanism,	humanist	philosopher	Tzvetan	Todorov	identifies	individualism	as	an	important	current	of	socio-political	thought	within	modernity	and	as	examples	of	it	he	mentions	Michel	de	Montaigne,	François	de	La	Rochefoucauld,	Marquis	de	Sade,	and	Charles	Baudelaire.[222]	In	La	Rochefoucauld,	he	identifies	a	tendency	similar	to
stoicism	in	which	"the	honest	person	works	his	being	in	the	manner	of	a	sculptor	who	searches	the	liberation	of	the	forms	which	are	inside	a	block	of	marble,	to	extract	the	truth	of	that	matter."[222]	In	Baudelaire,	he	finds	the	dandy	trait	in	which	one	searches	to	cultivate	"the	idea	of	beauty	within	oneself,	of	satisfying	one's	passions	of	feeling	and
thinking."[222]	The	Russian-American	poet	Joseph	Brodsky	once	wrote	that	"[t]he	surest	defense	against	Evil	is	extreme	individualism,	originality	of	thinking,	whimsicality,	even	–	if	you	will	–	eccentricity.	That	is,	something	that	can't	be	feigned,	faked,	imitated;	something	even	a	seasoned	imposter	couldn't	be	happy	with."[223]	Ralph	Waldo	Emerson
famously	declared	that	"[w]hoso	would	be	a	man	must	be	a	nonconformist"	–	a	point	of	view	developed	at	length	in	both	the	life	and	work	of	Henry	David	Thoreau.	Equally	memorable	and	influential	on	Walt	Whitman	is	Emerson's	idea	that	"a	foolish	consistency	is	the	hobgoblin	of	small	minds,	adored	by	little	statesmen	and	philosophers	and	divines".
Emerson	opposed	on	principle	the	reliance	on	civil	and	religious	social	structures	precisely	because	through	them	the	individual	approaches	the	divine	second-hand,	mediated	by	the	once	original	experience	of	a	genius	from	another	age.	According	to	Emerson,	"[an	institution	is	the	lengthened	shadow	of	one	man."	To	achieve	this	original	relation,
Emerson	stated	that	one	must	"[i]nsist	on	one's	self;	never	imitate",	for	if	the	relationship	is	secondary	the	connection	is	lost.[224]	People	in	Western	countries	tend	to	be	more	individualistic	than	communitarian.	The	authors	of	one	study[225]	proposed	that	this	difference	is	due	in	part	to	the	influence	of	the	Catholic	Church	in	the	Middle	Ages.	They
pointed	specifically	to	its	bans	on	incest,	cousin	marriage,	adoption,	and	remarriage,	and	its	promotion	of	the	nuclear	family	over	the	extended	family.[226]	The	Catholic	Church	teaches	"if	we	pray	the	Our	Father	sincerely,	we	leave	individualism	behind,	because	the	love	that	we	receive	frees	us	...	our	divisions	and	oppositions	have	to	be	overcome".
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encapsulates	a	way	of	thinking	and	living	that	prioritizes	the	individual	over	the	collective.	This	article	aims	to	provide	an	introductory	examination	of	individualism,	exploring	its	origins,	key	dimensions,	and	implications	in	contemporary	society	while	delving	deeper	into	its	complexities	and	nuances.	At	its	core,	individualism	is	a	social	philosophy	that
emphasizes	the	moral	worth	and	autonomy	of	the	individual.	It	promotes	self-reliance,	personal	freedom,	and	the	pursuit	of	individual	goals	as	paramount.	In	sociological	terms,	individualism	often	stands	in	contrast	to	collectivism,	which	prioritizes	the	group’s	needs	and	goals	over	the	individual’s.	The	roots	of	individualism	can	be	traced	back	to	the
Enlightenment	period	in	Europe	during	the	17th	and	18th	centuries.	Philosophers	such	as	John	Locke,	Jean-Jacques	Rousseau,	and	Immanuel	Kant	championed	ideas	about	personal	liberty,	individual	rights,	and	the	capacity	for	reason.	These	ideas	laid	the	foundation	for	modern	democratic	societies	and	capitalist	economies,	where	the	individual’s
role	as	a	free	agent	is	highly	valued.	During	the	Industrial	Revolution,	individualism	gained	further	prominence.	Traditional	communal	structures	weakened	as	urbanization	and	industrial	economies	created	new	opportunities	for	personal	advancement.	The	rise	of	capitalism	encouraged	a	focus	on	personal	achievement	and	self-sufficiency,	both
hallmarks	of	individualistic	ideology.	This	transformation	not	only	altered	economic	structures	but	also	reshaped	cultural	and	social	dynamics.	Furthermore,	religious	and	philosophical	movements	contributed	to	the	ethos	of	individualism.	Protestantism,	with	its	emphasis	on	personal	salvation	and	direct	connection	to	the	divine,	complemented	the
rising	individualistic	values.	Simultaneously,	Romanticism	in	the	arts	celebrated	personal	expression	and	the	unique	experiences	of	the	individual,	adding	another	layer	to	the	ideology.	To	better	understand	individualism,	it	is	helpful	to	dissect	its	key	dimensions.	These	include	autonomy,	personal	responsibility,	self-expression,	and	competition.	Each
dimension	offers	insights	into	the	broader	implications	of	individualism	on	society	and	culture.	Autonomy	refers	to	the	capacity	for	self-governance	and	making	decisions	independent	of	external	influences.	In	individualistic	societies,	autonomy	is	regarded	as	a	fundamental	human	right.	The	emphasis	on	autonomy	encourages	people	to	think	critically,
make	choices	that	align	with	their	personal	values,	and	accept	responsibility	for	their	actions.	It	also	fosters	innovation,	as	individuals	are	empowered	to	challenge	conventions	and	pursue	unique	paths.	Individualism	promotes	the	idea	that	individuals	are	responsible	for	their	successes	and	failures.	This	perspective	underpins	meritocratic	ideologies,
where	achievement	is	seen	as	a	result	of	personal	effort	rather	than	structural	advantages	or	collective	support.	However,	this	emphasis	can	lead	to	oversimplified	narratives	that	ignore	systemic	barriers,	such	as	socioeconomic	inequality,	that	influence	individual	outcomes.	Self-expression	is	another	hallmark	of	individualism.	It	encourages
individuals	to	pursue	unique	identities,	articulate	personal	beliefs,	and	develop	distinct	lifestyles.	This	emphasis	on	authenticity	aligns	closely	with	modern	consumer	cultures,	where	choices	often	reflect	personal	values	and	identities.	Yet,	the	commodification	of	self-expression	in	consumer	markets	can	blur	the	line	between	authenticity	and
performance,	raising	questions	about	the	sincerity	of	identity	in	an	individualistic	society.	Individualism	often	fosters	a	competitive	ethos.	By	valuing	personal	achievement,	individualistic	cultures	tend	to	reward	innovation,	entrepreneurship,	and	ambition.	However,	this	competitive	framework	can	result	in	significant	social	stratification.	Individuals
who	lack	resources	or	opportunities	may	struggle	to	compete	on	equal	footing,	exacerbating	existing	inequalities	and	creating	social	tensions.	The	influence	of	individualism	can	be	observed	in	various	facets	of	contemporary	society,	including	economics,	politics,	education,	and	culture.	Its	impact	is	complex,	offering	both	opportunities	for	growth	and
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