
RESISTANCE IS FUTILE
You Will Be Assimilated Into the Community



WARNING

This presentation will be controversial (and 
complicated). But, I am not saying what I am 
saying for the sake of controversy but, because 
you need to know the truth and the truth is 
shocking. However, its more dangerous to 
remain ignorant than to face the truth.



RESOURCES

Do the research yourself. 

I’ve provided my powerpoint slides and links 
to books on this topic as well a free resources 
that you can download right now.

http://www.fightingforthefaith.com/2012/05/
resistance-is-futile.html



THE STATE OF THE 
CHURCH 2012

In the last 25 years we’ve seen tectonic changes in the 
church and so many of them make no Biblical sense.

Worse, they don’t make any rational sense either.



WHAT ARE THEY 
THINKING?

Mega-church pastors in the Seeker-Driven movement 
berate Christians for coming to church with the 
expectation to be fed the Word of God.

These same pastors claim that their churches exist for 
non-believers and the people who are not there.

These same pastors are aggressively anti-doctrinal.

They claim their churches are Communities of small 
groups.



WHAT ARE THEY 
THINKING?

They are openly pushing for unity in the visible church 
with men who are Word of Faith Heretics and/or 
Modalists or worse.

They’re reorganizing churches so that they are 
community resource distribution centers rather than 
places where sound Biblical doctrine is taught and 
proclaimed.

Their leaders have zero accountability to the people in 
the congregation. But, the people are accountable to 
the leaders for accomplishing the vision that they cast.



WHAT IS THIS?



WHERE DID IT 
COME FROM?



WHAT IS ITS NATURE?



2012

1776 1894

WWI

WWII

Enlightenment

Counter-Enlightenment



ENLIGHTENMENT

Truth is....

objective - outside the subject

knowable by the subject

transcendent - applies to all subjects alike

Correspondence theory of truth

The Individual has inherent axiomatic rights.



John Locke is among the most influential 
political philosophers of the Enlightenment. In 
the Two Treatises of Government, he defended 
the claim that men are by nature free and equal 
against claims that God had made all people 
naturally subject to a monarch. He argued that 
people have rights, such as the right to life, 

liberty, and property, that have a foundation independent of the laws 
of any particular society. Locke used the claim that men are naturally 
free and equal as part of the justification for understanding legitimate 
political government as the result of a social contract where people in 
the state of nature conditionally transfer some of their rights to the 
government in order to better insure the stable, comfortable enjoyment 
of their lives, liberty, and property. Since governments exist by the 
consent of the people in order to protect the rights of the people and 
promote the public good, governments that fail to do so can be resisted 
and replaced with new governments.



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, — That whenever 
any Form of Government becomes destructive of these 
ends, it is the Right of the People to alter or to abolish it, 
and to institute new Government, laying its foundation on 
such principles and organizing its powers in such form, as 
to them shall seem most likely to effect their Safety and 
Happiness...



RIGHTS OF THE 
INDIVIDUAL

Today’s average American assumes this idea.

Of course everyone believes this...it’s ‘self-evident’

This is where the battle is being fought today. 

and those who believe in the rights of the individual 
are losing the battle because they don’t even realize 
what is going on!!!

AND certain churches are belligerents in this battle 
and they’re NOT fighting for your individual rights.



COUNTER-
ENLIGHTENMENT

Truth is....

subjective

experienced or felt

immanent

The Individual DOES NOT EXIST. The community is 
organic (living).

Truth is experienced in conversation within 
community



COUNTER-
ENLIGHTENMENT

Philosophers of Note

Kant

Rousseau

Hegel

Nietzsche

Kierkegaard

Schopenhauer 

Heidegger

Foucault

Lyotard

Derrida



Jean-Jacques Rousseau - whatever 
human existence there is; whatever 
freedom, rights, and duties the 
individual has; whatever meaning there 
is in individual life — all is determined 
by society according to society's objective 

need of survival. The individual, in other words, is not 
autonomous. He is determined by society. He is free only in 
matters that do not matter. He has rights only because 
society concedes them. He has a will only if he wills what 
society needs. His life has meaning only in so far as it 
relates to the social meaning, and as it fulfills itself in 
fulfilling the objective goal of society. There is, in short, no 
human existence; there is only social existence. There is no 
individual; there is only the citizen.****



POLITICAL SYSTEMS

Philosophical Worldviews Determine Political Systems.

Enlightenment Rationalism

Liberal Democracy

Communism must be understood as a rationalist 
reaction against the inequalities of capitalism

Counter-Enlightenment Irrationalism

Fascism

a.k.a. The Third Way



“Anti-individualistic, the Fascist 
conception is for the State; it is for the 
individual only in so far as he 
coincides with the State, universal 
consciousness and will of man in his 

historic existence. It is opposed to the classic Liberalism 
which arose out of the need of reaction against 
absolutism, and had accomplished its mission in 
history when the State itself had become transformed in 
the popular will and consciousness.

Liberalism denied the State in the interests of the 
particular individual; Fascism reaffirms the State as the 
only true expression of the individual.”



Giovanni Gentile - In the definition of 
Fascism, the first point to grasp is the 
comprehensive, or as Fascists say, the 
"totalitarian" scope of its doctrine, 
which concerns itself not only with 
political organization and political 

tendency, but with the whole will and thought and 
feeling of the nation.



Is Fascism therefore "anti-intellectual," 
as has been so often charged? It is 
eminently anti-intellectual....that is, if 
by intellectualism we mean the 
divorce of thought from action, of 
knowledge from life, of brain from 

heart, of theory from practice. Fascism is hostile to all 
Utopian systems which are destined never to face the 
test of reality. It is hostile to all science and all 
philosophy which remain matters of mere fancy or 
intelligence. It is not that Fascism denies value to 
culture, to the higher intellectual pursuits by which 
thought is invigorated as a source of action.



By virtue of its repugnance for 
"intellectualism," Fascism prefers not 
to waste time constructing abstract 
theories about itself. But when we say 
that it is not a system or a doctrine we 
must not conclude that it is a blind 

praxis or a purely instinctive method. If by system or 
philosophy we mean a living thought, a principle of 
universal character daily revealing its inner fertility and 
significance, then Fascism is a perfect system, with a 
solidly established foundation and with a rigorous 
logic in its development; and all who feel the truth and 
the vitality of the principle work day by day for its 
development...







WHAT DOES THIS HAVE 
TO DO WITH THE 

CHURCH?



EVERYTHING!



2012

1776 1894

WWI

WWII





Peter Drucker grew up in a well connected 
family in Vienna during the years between 
WWI and WWII. Jack Beatty, in his 
biography of Drucker, notes that Drucker’s 
father hosted a dinner party every Monday 
night and that the weekly guests included 

economists, musicians, civil servants and international lawyers.  
Aside from this, Drucker was also the “habitué of a salon 
presided over by one of the Drucker’s closest friends” where he 
listened to and interacted with leading playwrights, authors, 
philosophers and culture critics of the era. Drucker grew up 
hearing, conversing and interacting directly with Europe’s 
intellectual elite and their Counter-Enlightenment ideas. This 
had a profound impact on the formation of his worldview. 



“Capitalism has been proved to be a 
false god because it leads inevitably to 
class war among rigidly defined 
classes. Socialism has been proved 
false because it has been demonstrated 

that it cannot abolish these classes. The class society of 
the capitalist reality is irreconcilable with the capitalist 
ideology, which therefore ceases to make sense. The 
Marxist class war, on the other hand, while it 
recognizes and explains the actual reality, ceases to 
have any meaning because it leads nowhere. Both 
creeds and orders failed because their concept of the 
automatic consequences of the exercise of economic 
freedom by the individual was false.”



“Existence in time is existence as a citizen in 
this world. In time we eat and drink and sleep, 
fight for conquest or for our lives, raise 
children and societies, succeed or fail. But in 
time we also die. And in time there is nothing 
left of us after our death. In time we do not, 

therefore, exist as individuals. We are only members of a species, 
links in a chain of generations. The species has an autonomous life 
in time, specific characteristics, an autonomous goal; but the 
member has no life, no characteristics, no aim outside the species. 
He exists only in and through the species. The chain has a 
beginning and an end, but each link serves only to tie the links of 
the past to the links of the future; outside the chain it is scrap iron. 
The wheel of time keeps on turning, but the cogs are replaceable 
and interchangeable. The individual's death does not end the 
species or society, but it ends his life in time. Human existence is not 
possible in time; only society is possible in time.”



WAIT A MINUTE!
WASN’T DRUCKER AN 

OUTSPOKEN CRITIC OF 
TOTALITARIAN FASCISM 

(AKA NAZISM)?



YES, BUT....



“I do not believe in the materialist 
interpretation of history. I believe 
that the material, far from being the 
foundation of human society, is but 
one pole of human existence. It is of 

no greater, though of no less importance than the 
other pole, the spiritual—corresponding to man’s 
dual nature as belonging at the same time to the 
animal kingdom and the kingdom of heaven.”



In other words, Drucker held the same worldview 
as Counter-Enlightenment philosophers and 
fascists BUT he was not a materialist.



“The Western democracies have to 
realize that totalitarian fascism 
cannot be overcome by socialism, 
by capitalism, or by a combination 
of both. It can only be overcome by 

a new noneconomic concept of a free and equal 
society.”



NONECONOMIC SOCIETY

The creation of a new “noneconomic society” was 
Drucker’s lifelong project.

A Society That DOES NOT recognize the inherent 
rights of the Individual.

Individuals do not exist in time only the 
Community exists - a global community at that.

Anti-rational

immanent not transcendent

Governed using the Leadership Principle**





The problem of community

From the very beginning of his work, Drucker 
understood that the growth of industry had 
torn people out of community. Where once, as 

farmers or tradesmen or craftsmen, they worked within their 
community, now they spend the most important part of their day 
working with people who don't live in their neighborhood or go to 
their church or know their family. Industry efficiently produces 
goods, but it just as efficiently destroys traditional communities.
Yet community is a fundamental need for humans. That's why, 
when Drucker wrote about gm in his first large-scale study of an 
organization, he recommended that companies try to create a "plant 
community,"



His idea was to create community on and 
around the job....He has long since realized, 
however, that community will not come from 
business. In an era of downsizing and 
outsourcing, the "plant community" has 
become almost laughable. "Fifty years ago I 
believed the plant community would be the 

successor to the community of yesterday. I was totally wrong. We 
proved totally incapable [of that] even in Japan. The reason is that 
everybody does the same job. What holds them together is what 
they do from nine to five, and not what they aspire for, what they 
live for, what they hope for, what they die for. That's a community."



Drucker goes so far as to say, in his book 
Managing the Nonprofit Organization, "The 
non-profits are the American community." 
Nonprofits give disengaged workers a place to 
make a contribution through serving others. 
They draw rich and poor into a web of 
common concern.

Churches play a particularly critical role. "The community … needs 
a community center. … I'm not talking religion now, I'm talking 
society. There is no other institution in the American community 
that could be the center." Drucker gladly stresses the church's 
spiritual mission, but he notes that churches also have a societal 
role. That's what he meant when he told Forbes that pastoral 
megachurches are "surely the most important social phenomenon in 
American society in the last thirty years."



Over the last 20 years Drucker has had a good deal of 
interaction with what he calls "pastoral" churches. 
These include megachurches like Bill Hybels's 
Willow Creek or Rick Warren's Saddleback 
Community. Bob Buford's Leadership Network has 
invited Drucker to speak to conferences of large-
church leaders and has linked him to many pastors 
seeking advice.

Drucker calls these pastoral churches because their size is not nearly so 
significant to him as their orientation around meeting needs. They find their 
guiding light not from church tradition or doctrine so much as their analysis 
of their target audience. Hybels is a leading example: before beginning 
Willow Creek, he went door-to-door asking unchurched people why they 
didn't attend church, and then built Willow Creek around their answers. 
Pastoral churches waste no time regretting a changing world, but see change 
as their opportunity for ministry. This is precisely the approach that Drucker 
has urged on businesses and nonprofits for decades. In many ways, pastoral 
churches echo the management thinking that Drucker has long emphasized.



“more and more churches are what I call "pastoral 
churches." Their purpose is not to perpetuate a 
particular liturgy or maintain an existing 
institutional form. Instead, they're asking what my 
business friends would call the marketing question: 
"Who are the customers, and what's of value to 
them?" They're more interested in the pastoral 

question ("What do these people need that we can supply?") than in the 
theological nuances ("How can we preserve our distinctive doctrines?").

These churches are growing partly because the younger people need 
pastoring and not just preaching, and partly because, very bluntly, people 
are dreadfully bored with theology. They can't appreciate the subtleties. 
And I sympathize with them. I taught religion; I didn't teach theology. 
I've always felt that quite clearly the good Lord loves diversity. He 
created 2,500 species of flies. If he had been like some theologians I know, 
there would have been only one right specie of fly. But there are 2,500! 
Pastoral churches appreciate the importance of diversity.



DRUCKER’S PROJECT 
CONTINUES TODAY

Drucker’s project to create a new “noneconomic 
society” has been picked up by Drucker’s disciples and 
the church is the vehicle for its emergence.

A Society That DOES NOT recognize the inherent 
rights of the Individual.

Individuals do not exist in time only the 
Community exists - a global community at that.

Anti-rational (anti-doctrinal “pastoral” churches)

immanent not transcendent



SYNONYMS

Drucker’s Society of Organizations

Note: the smallest primary unit is an organization 
NOT an individual

 Church Translations

Community of Small Groups

Faith Communities or Tribes

Cellular Church





Churches, like any large voluntary organization, 
have at their core a contradiction. In order to attract 
newcomers, they must have low barriers to entry. 
They must be unintimidating, friendly, and 
compatible with the culture they are a part of. In 
order to retain their membership, however, they 
need to have an identity distinct from that culture. 

They need to give their followers a sense of community—and community, 
exclusivity, a distinct identity are all, inevitably, casualties of growth. As 
an economist would say, the bigger an organization becomes, the greater a 
free-rider problem it has. If I go to a church with five hundred members, 
in a magnificent cathedral, with spectacular services and music, why 
should I volunteer or donate any substantial share of my money? What 
kind of peer pressure is there in a congregation that large? If the barriers 
to entry become too low—and the ties among members become 
increasingly tenuous—then a church as it grows bigger becomes weaker.



One solution to the problem is simply not to grow, 
and, historically, churches have sacrificed size for 
community. But there is another approach: to create 
a church out of a network of lots of little church 
cells—exclusive, tightly knit groups of six or seven 
who meet in one another’s homes during the week 
to worship and pray. The small group as an 

instrument of community is initially how Communism spread, and in the 
postwar years Alcoholics Anonymous and its twelve-step progeny 
perfected the small-group technique. The small group did not have a 
designated leader who stood at the front of the room. Members sat in a 
circle. The focus was on discussion and interaction—not one person 
teaching and the others listening—and the remarkable thing about these 
groups was their power. An alcoholic could lose his job and his family, he 
could be hospitalized, he could be warned by half a dozen doctors—and 
go on drinking. But put him in a room of his peers once a week—make 
him share the burdens of others and have his burdens shared by others—
and he could do something that once seemed impossible.



You must change the primary role of 
the pastor from minister to leader. 

What’s the difference? In 
leadership, you take the initiative; 

in ministry, you respond to the needs of others.

Translation: He wants pastors to be Führers



SYNONYMS

Anti-Intellectualism / Anti-Rationalism

 Church Translations

Anti-Doctrinalism

Deeds NOT Creeds

Head knowledge vs. Heart Knowledge

Unity of the Faith Community (regardless of 
doctrinal beliefs) - God Likes Diversity

Plurality of Truth

























First principles, Clarice.  

Simplicity. 

Read Marcus Aurelius. Of each 
particular thing, ask what is it in itself?

What is its nature?



WHEN WE CONSIDER 
THE SEEKER-DRIVEN 
CHURCH MOVEMENT, 

ASK YOURSELF...



WHAT IS ITS NATURE?


