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A LIBERTY PRIMER 

By Alan Burris 
* * * * * • * 

Primer: 1. An elementary textbook. A book that covers the basic 
elements of any subject. (from Medieval Latin primarium "basic 
handbook"); 2. A small amount of explosive used to detonate the main 
explosive charge. 

American Heritage Dictionary, 1979 * * * * * * • * 
INTRODUCTION 

Few of us need convincing that we personally should 
have liberty. But what about all those other people who 
are not as wise and saintly as we? Would liberty be bad 
for them? Can they be trusted to do the right thing if they 
weren't made to? Don't we already have liberty? What 
exactly does liberty mean, anyway? 

Liberty is not just for Independence Day speeches.
When we study liberty, we learn that it is the most 
urgent and important issue facing humanity. Considering 
that it affects each of our lives many times every day, it is 
surprising how little is generally known about it. 

Liberty is the fundamental question of all human rela
tions and morality. Liberty determines whether we will 
have peace, justice, progress, prosperity, health and hap
piness; or war, injustice, stagnation, poverty and misery. 

There is a wealth of information and ideas about liberty, 
but it is spread among many sources. Often, only one 
narrow question is discussed, and you may need to know 
philosophy or economics fo understand it. Many quo
tations are included in this book for the perspective they 
add, and for the enjoyment of the rich tradition of liberty. 

Many people who care about liberty don't have the time 
to read everything and fit it all together. And the time 
could be better spent doing something to increase liberty, 
instead of everybody "reinventing the wheel." 

But until you understand something, it is hard to get 
excited about it, or effectively to do anything about it. So 
the purpose of writing this was to pull together a simple, 
brief and persuasive summary of the case for liberty. 
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* * * * * * * * 
There is hardly a matter of public concern that does not. sooner or 
later, raise the issue of liberty; not casually, peripherally, as one of a 
number of considerations to be taken into account, but as the basic and 
decisive consideration. 

Gertrude Himmelfarb, 1974 * * * 
I will be as harsh as truth and as uncompromising as justice. On this 
subject I do not wish to think, or speak, or write, with moderation. No! 
No! Tell a man whose house is on fire to give a moderate alarm; tell 
him to moderately rescue his wife from the hands of the ravisher: tell 
the mother to gradually extricate her babe from the fire into which it 
has fallen; but urge me not to use moderation. 

William Lloyd Garrison, 1831 * * * 
call a fig a fig, a spade a spade. 

Menander, 342 • 292 B.C. * * * 
have come to bury Caesar, not to praise him. 

Marc Antony, Shakespeare * * * * * * * * 
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I. LIBERTY AND LIBERTARIANS

* * * * * * * 
Is freedom anything but the right to live as we wish? Nothing else! 

Epictetus, 50 - 120 A.D. * * * 
Every man has freedom to do all that he wills, provided he infringes not 
on the equal freedom of others. 

Herbert Spencer, 1851 * * * 
The only freedom which deserves the name, is that of pursuing our own 
good in our own way, so long as we do not attempt to deprive others 
of theirs, or impede their efforts to obtain it. 

John Stuart Mill, 1859 * * * * * * * * 
What Is Liberty? 

Liberty is being free to do what you want without 
interference from other people. Along with the right to 
liberty goes the responsibility not to interfere with someone 
else's liberty and to pay damages if you do. Liberty means 
peaceful, tolerant, voluntary relations between people with
out force or the threat of force, and with respect for each 
other's property. 

Almost everyone agrees that liberty is good. But it is 
important to define liberty because those who oppose 
liberty (for other people) often pretend that it means 
something else. 

Liberty: 1. Exemption from slavery, bondage, imprisonment, or 
control of another. 2. Freedom from external restraint or 
compulsion. 
Freedom: Quality or state of being free; as liberation from slavery, 
imprisonment or restraint. 

Webster's Dictionary 
Liberty: 1. The condition of being not subject to restrictions or 
control. The right to act in a manner of one's own choosing. 2. 
The state of not being in confinement or servitude. 
Freedom: The condition of being free of restraints. 

American Heritage Dictionary 
Even those regimes which constantly and flagrantly violate the most 
elementary precepts of liberty feel obliged to pay lip-service to the 
idea by claiming for themselveS- another kind of liberty: "positive 
liberty," a "higher" freedom than "mere" freedom. 

Gertrude Himmelfarb, 1974 
Sometimes liberty is confused with the ability to do 

something. Being free to swim in the river doesn't mean 
that you are able to swim, only that no one will prevent you 
from swimming. Free is also used to mean the absence of 
something. Expressions like "freedom from hunger" are 
especially confusing because they are often used to imply 
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This book will touch lightly on only a few of the ideas of 
the growing literature of liberty, and it is not possible to 
give credit to all those who contributed to these ideas. It is 
hoped that after reading it you will want to learn more, and 
want to become part of the libertarian movement. 

In Germany the Nazis came for the communists, and I did not speak 
up because I was not a communist. Then they came for the Jews, 
and I did not speak up because I was not a Jew. Then they came 
for the trade unionists, and I did not speak up because I was not a 
trade unionist. Then they came for the Catholics, and I did not 
speak up because I was a Protestant. Then they came for me. By 
that time there was no one left to speak up for anyone. 

Pastor Martin Niemoller, 1945 
Note that to be a Libertarian it is not necessary to agree 

100% with every "Libertarian" position, including those in 
this book. Libertarians are proud of the principled con
sistency of their positions, but this is not a lock-step 
movement of rigid fanatics. There is no leader whose 
teachings must be accepted on faith. Rather, we each 
seek to learn the truth and persuade others by reason. 

Truth is the cry of all, but the game of the few. 
George Berkeley, 17 44 

The truth shall make you free. 
John8:32 

We are not afraid to follow truth wherever it may lead, nor to tolerate 
any error so long as reason is left free to combat it. 

Thomas Jefferson, 1820 

What Liberty Is And Isn't 
Liberty is not concerned with what should be done or 

how to do it. Liberty is concerned with who should 
decide what to do, and what should not be done to 
others. The benefits of liberty flow from preventing in
justice and releasing creative human energy, and not from 
specific solutions to problems. 

The principles of liberty are the principles of morality, 
justice, ethics and human rights. As your rights can be 
violated only by force, including fraud, the study of liberty 
comes down to the question: "When is the use of force 
just, and when is it unjust?" 

Others may seek to impose on everyone their views of a 
perfect world, a Utopia. But one person's utopia may be 
another's nightmare. Libertarians do not seek to impose 
their views on anyone. Each individual person is unique 
and should be free to pursue his or her own vision of 
happiness. 

The only thing Libertarians have in common is the belief that thev 
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have a right to have nothing in common. 
John Northrup, 1982 

There is only one success--to be able to spend your life in your own 
way. 

Christopher Morley, 1922 
Liberty is the possibility of doubting. the possibility of making a
mistake, the possibility of saying "No" to any authority--literary, 
artistic, philosophic, religious, social and even political. 

lgnaz.io Silone. 1950 
If a man doesn't keep pace with his companions, perhaps it's 
because he hears a different drummer. Let him step to the music 
he hears, however measured or far away. 

Henry David Thoreau, 1854 
Progress is difference. 

Herbert Spencer, 1844 

Liberty And Individuals 
We were all born little libertarians, resenting all imposed 

authority, As children, we were full of curiosity and full of 
optimism, excitement and joy about our future. Anything 
was possible! We were confident that when we were 
grown, we would build a better world. We questioned 
everything. We would abolish injustice and "sacred cows" 
that prevent people from achieving their potential. 

However, there are enormous social pressures for con
formity and against change. We have all been indoc
trinated for years by parents, peers, teachers, journalists, 
employers, politicians and authorities in general, not to 
think for ourselves, but instead to think what others think. 

We are taught that, to be accepted, we must go along 
and not question present arrangements. We should think 
of ourselves as members of our group, not as individuals. 
We should despise people who are different, or are not 
part of our group. The highest praise is that someone is 
obedient, never complains or criticizes, and is always 
content with his/her lot, and not seeking to change things. 
The worst criticism is that someone is different. 

Those few who are able to resist the social pressures 
and retain the ability to think and act as independent 
individuals, the "mental survivors," are the source of the 
Libertarian movement. 

Criminals are often described in news reports as "lon
ers," suggesting that nothing better can be expected of 
someone who is not part of the crowd. When someone 
commits a crime who is too popular and "normal" to be 
described as a loner, there is great astonishment. 

Yet the reality is often that while the "loner" is at home 
inventing, reading books, enjoying hobbies or listening to 
music, the· criminals are with their buddies at a bar 
planning to rob their neighbors. Peer pressure is usually to 







II. WHY LIBERTY?

* * * * * * * 
Liberty. a blessing so great and so desirable that when It is lost all evils 
follow thereafter, and even the blessings that remain lose taste and 
savor because of their corruption by servitude. 

Etienne de la Boetie, 1553 * * * 
Show the people, make it clear to their heart and understanding, that it 
Is liberty alone that can lead us into this blessed path of peace and 
friendship; that it alone can still the strife and the hatreds: that it alone 
is the instrument of progress of every kind. 

Auberon Herbert, 1906 * * * * * * * * 
Everything Good Depends On Liberty 

We all know that liberty is what makes life worth living, 
that it is essential for our happiness and for the fulfillment 
of our human potential. We are also aware that at least 
some liberty is necessary to sustain our existence, for life 
itself. 

However, not everyone really understands that liberty is 
the supreme value that makes all other values possible, 
and that liberty is the foundation of all progress and of 
civilization. Some do not see that progress requires the 
freedom to try new things, and to reap the rewards of 
success or suffer failure. And unfortunately, many actually 
believe that liberty is bad for people; that it is the cause of 
problems instead of the solution. 

All good things which exist are the fruit of orlglnaflty. 
John Stuart Mill, 1859 

Freedom is nothing else but a chance to be better, whereas 
enslavement is a certainty of the worse. 

Albert Camus, 1960 
It is true that liberty is precious••so precious that it must be rationed. 

Lenin, 1919 
Perhaps the easiest way to prove the truth about liberty 

is to point out that the happiness and prosperity of the 
people in various countries is proportional to the liberty 
they enjoy. People ·always try to escape from countries 
with less liberty to those with more, sometimes at the risk 
of their lives. 

Is More Necessarily Better? 
But it is not as obvious that people in the countries with 

the most liberty would be much better off with even more 
liberty. Without freer countries for comparison, we are not 
even aware of how little liberty we really have. It's like 

8 
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trying to imagine life a hundred years in the future. One of 
the main purposes of this book is to demonstrate the ben
efits of more liberty, and show that if there is such a thing 
as too much liberty, we are very far away from that point. 

They who look upon Liberty as having accomplished her mission 
when she has abolished hereditary privileges and given men the 
ballot, who think of her as having no further relation to the everyday 
affairs of life, have not &een her real grandeur. 

Henry George, 1879 
Freedom has a thousand charms to show, 
That slaves, howe 'er contented, never know. 

William Cowper, 1782 
Liberty would not, of course, instantly produce a perfect 

world. It is impossible to prevent all crime, accidents and 
misfortunes, and liberty takes time for its good work. Lib
erty should not be measured against paradise, but rather 
against the best that any other system has produced. 

Liberty is so superior that it is difficult to describe the 
improvements we could expect, without it sounding like a 
dream come true. But it is not an impossible dream. We 
can and should have these benefits for ourselves, for our 
descendants, and especially for the poor and unfortunate 
who have the most to gain from liberty. 

Liberty is usually discussed only in negative terms--free
dom from oppression, etc .--so the enormous positive ben
efits are not sufficiently appreciated. The examples below 
show why liberty is the most important and exciting issue 
of our time. 

These benefits of liberty are listed here without details or 
explanation, to serve as an introduction to the rest of this 
book. It will be the primary task of later chapters to 
demonstrate that the lack of liberty is the leading cause of 
serious social and economic problems, and that, while no 
one can exactly foretell the future, there are convincing 
reasons to expect that liberty will produce all these ben
efits, and more. 

Peace 
Try to visualize what it would mean for the world to be 

completely at peace. In a libertarian world there could be 
no war or threat of draft conscription. The political and 
economic tensions that cause war would be eliminated, 
along with wasteful military spending, nuclear bombs, and 
the power to wage war. 

There would be no national borders and everyone would 
be free to travel where they wished. The present large 
differences in the standards of living between countries 
would disappear with the increase in trade. Hunger would 
not be a problem. No longer would refugees lose their 



10 A Liberty Primer 

lives escaping from tyranny, or suffer the heartbreak of 
separated families. 

If America were the only libertarian country, war would 
still be possible, but far less likely. We would have better 
defense at much lower cost. We would have friendly re
lations with all the people of the world, and be a shining 
beacon to light their way to liberty. 

Prosperity 
Wouldn't it be wonderful if the cost of living were cut at 

least in half with low taxes (or even no taxes) and no 
inflation? Think what this would mean for the poor! 

Imagine a prosperity great enough to provide good em
ployment for every person willing and able to work. A 
prosperity so great that those few who are too severely 
handicapped to support themselves (even with the tremen
dous demand for any kind of labor) would be 
compassionately and generously cared for by private char
ities overflowing with money. 

Think about a rapidly expanding economy improving our 
real income each year, with the higher standard of living 
and increased leisure that would bring. With plenty of 
capital for new and growing companies, business 
competition would provide better quality, variety, safety and 
service. 

With liberty, greatly increased progress in science could 
raise the quality of life, especially by improving health, 
eliminating disease and extending life spans. Every day, 
thousands die who could have been saved if we had had 
liberty for only a few years. 

And imagine people's savings from high earnings, 
protected from taxation and inflation, enabling them to 
retire in comfort, dignity, and security, dependent on no 
one. Even better, the value of money might actually 
increase so that a dollar saved at age 20 would be worth 
more than four dollars at age 60, plus interest, and 
pensions steadily increased in purchasing power! 

What if schooling really educated, and at less than one 
half of the present cost? Low cost transportation without 
congestion, and plentiful low cost housing would help, too. 
And how about a tolerant society with greatly reduced 
tensions between races, classes, and other groups? 

Sound impossible? But these are only a few of the 
social and material benefits we could enjoy in a libertarian 
society! The source of all these benefits is liberty, the most 
precious benefit of all, without which all else is 
meaningless. 

If a nation values anything more than freedom, it will lose its 
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catch is that we will have to work to achieve liberty and to 
hold it. The "sacrifice" is that each of us will have to give 
up trying to use government to run the lives of others and 
to live at their expense. But wouldn't it be worth it? * * * * * * * * 
As libertarians we say to the world: "Wake up and cut the cord. There 
is a world of infinite pleasure, variety and adventure open to the person 
with the courage to be free." 

Jarret B. Wollstein * * * 
The greatest thing you can say about freedom is that you feel better 
when you're free. It's a more enjoyable state of life than to be either a 
slave or a master. 

Karl Hess, 1982 * * * 
Liberty is the prize, responsibility the price. 

Dick Randolph * * * 
The blaze of truth and liberty may at first dazzle and bewilder nations 
which have become half blind in the house of bondage. But let them 
gaze on, and they will soon be able to bear it. In a few years men 
learn to reason. 

Lord Macaulay. 1800 • 1859 * * * 
God wills us free, man wills us slaves. I will as God wills, God's will be 
done. 

Epitaph on gravestone of John Jack, A Native of Africa, 
who died March 1773. 

Tho· born in a land of slavery. he was born free. * * * 
Lift every voice and sing, Till earth and heaven 
harmonies of liberty. 

ring, Ring with the 

James and Rosamond Johnson * * * * * * 
··· .. .._ 

Milton Friedman, 1912 - 2006

* * 
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it appear that "truth, like beauty, is in the eye of the 
beholder." Until a few years ago, textbooks in one 
American southern state described slavery as "compre
hensive social security." 

As might be expected, the history of revolutions, rebel
lions and protests against power, and of the struggle for 
individual liberty, has been conveniently forgotten or dis
torted. Attention is lavished on the lives of rulers, and 
conflicts between rulers and those who wish to rule, but 
there is little attention to the people who suffered under 
their heel. This is especially true of textbooks intended for 
sale to government financed schools, and those written by 
professors employed by government financed universities. 
The exceptions, of course, are the romantic, sanitized 
stories of revolutions by which rulers came to power. 

Who controls the past, controls the future; who controls the present 
controls the past. 

George Orwell, 1948 
Fortunately, in recent years, Libertarian scholars have 

greatly added to our knowledge of the history of liberty, 
and libertarian writings, long out of print, are being repub
lished. We are learning that rulers were more cruel, selfish 
and treacherous than we thought, and that the struggle for 
liberty and resistance to oppression have been far more 
active than we thought. We are inspired by the words and 
deeds of our Libertarian ancestors and the heritage they 
have left us, and we are informed by their mistakes. 

War Of Ideas 
It is not possible to name all those thinkers who have 

contributed to the idea of liberty and its spread around the 
world, but a few examples will show how the idea has 
developed. 

Aristotle wrote about democratic government. The au
thors of the Magna Carta wanted to limit arbitrary govern
ment. Thomas Hobbes had the idea of using logic to 
analyze the origin and justification of government. 

In the late 1600's, John Locke made a major break
through by showing that legitimate government must have 
the consent of the people, who have the right to change 
or abolish it. Locke also developed a moral theory 
for property rights. His ideas led to a great increase 
in freedom in England and inspired the American 
Revolution, the first Libertarian Revolution. The 
Declaration of Independence is almost pure Locke. 

The importance of ideas was also shown by Patrick 
Henry's speech to the Virginia Assembly and by Tom 
Paine's pamphlet Common Sense, which saved the revo-
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sought unlimited power. With no Constitutional authority to 
do so, the "Supreme Court" began to interpret the Consti
tution. These men, whose appointment, pay, working con
ditions, authority, and dismissal is controlled by politicians, 
and whose high positions and income depend on main
taining state power, have generally found that the Consti
tution means what those in power wanted it to mean, often 
directly opposite to the actual words. Lower courts, which 
are also creatures of the state, have perhaps been even 
worse enemies of liberty, especially in recent decades. For 
issues of state power and taxation, government judges 
have a strong conflict of interest with justice. 

To have the trial a legal and true trial by jury, the presiding officers 
must be chosen by the people, and be entirely free from all 
dependence upon, and all accountability to, the executive and 
legislative branches of the government. 

Lysander Spooner, 1852 
The actual history of the Constitution, as everyone knows, has been 
a history of the gradual abandonment of all such impediments to 
governmental tyranny. Today we live frankly under a government of 
men. not of laws. 

H. L. Mencken 
It is true that a few "Supreme Court" decisions have 

favored liberty and the rights of individuals against the 
government, especially in the areas of speech, sex, re
ligion, government discrimination and rights of the accused 
in criminal trials. However, this tiny countercurrent against 
the main trend serves a state purpose by helping gain the 
support of intellectuals and providing an illusion of liberty 
while suppressing it everywhere else. 

I believe it was Napoleon who first sensed the ease with which, in 
modern society, the illusion of freedom can be created by strategic 
relaxation of regulations and law on individual thought, provided it is 
only individual, while all the time fundamental economic and political 
liberties are being circumscribed. 

Robert A. Nisbet, 1975 
This progressive restriction of all liberties in the case of certain 
peoples, in spite of an outward license that gives them the illusion 
that these liberties are still in their possession, seems at least as
much a consequence of their old age as of any particular system. It 
constitutes one of the precursory symptoms of that decadent phase 
which up to now no civilization has escaped. 

Gustave Le Bon, 1895 
On the rare occasions when its decisions have favored 

liberty, the "Supreme Court" has made it very clear that its 
opinions were not based on respect for human rights. 
Instead, it was merely substituting its preferred policy for 
that of some other branch of government. 

Courts have ruled that government can limit our liberty, 
regulate any aspect of our lives, and oppress any minority 
if there is a "substantial government interest." Our free
dom of speech and other "civil" liberties are far more 
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do anything it wants if it has some kind of excuse. 
That the king can do no wrong Is a necessary and fundamental 
principle of the English Constitution 

Sir William Blackstone, 1769 
When it Is laid down as a maxim, that a king can do no wrong, it 
places him In a state of similar security with that of idiots snd 
persons insane, and responsibility is out of the question with respect 
to himself. 

Tom Paine, 1791 
When the President does It, that means that it is not Illegal. 

President Richard Milhous Nixon, 1977 
The U.S. Supreme Court ruled yesterday that police officers and 
other government officials who lie on the witness stand have an 
"absolute immunity" from lawsuits by defendants convicted because 
of the false testimony. 

Democrat and Chronicle, March 8, 1983 
$6 million civil rights lawsuit Is dismissed 
Judge cites Immunity for social workers 

Times-Union, March 15, 1983 
The U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals In separate decisions yesterday 
dismissed lawsuits by a group of Vietnam War protesters and a New 
York Times correspondent claiming to be victims of illegal 
government spying. The cou:t refused to permit the anti-war activists 
or Times reporter Harrison Salisbury to sue U.S. Intelligence agencies 
for allegedly spying on them as part of the CIA 's "Operation CHAOS" 
during the Vietnam War. 

Democrat and Chronicle, Sep. 22, 1982 
The last barrier to tyranny, the ancient common law right 

of juries to determine if a law is just, as well as to decide 
guilt, has been arbitrarily suppressed by judges. Courts 
are now out of control, usurping power and arbitrarily 
imposing the judges' personal opinions on the people. 

If the jury have no right to judge of the Justice of a law of the 
government. they plainly can do nothing to protect the people 
against the oppressions of the government. 

Lysander Spooner, 1852
A jury's use of a dictionary to clarify the meaning of the word 
"legal" has cost an accident victim a $762.784 Judgment awarded by 
the panel in a civil trial.... Ruling that jurors should use the evidence 
presented and instructions from the fudge instead of the dictionary, 
the state's second-highest court ordered a retrial of the case. 

New York Times, March 6, 1983 
There Is no proposition so absurd but that some fudge. sitting on 
some bench. has at some time solemnly proclaimed It to be the law. 

Edmund Morgan 
We no longer have freedom of contract. Citizens who 

make voluntary agreements among themselves cannot ex
pect them to be upheld by courts. There are many things 
to which we are not permitted to agree, and courts will 
interpret contract provisions according to "public policy" 
rather than the intent of the parties. In other words, con
tracts are what judges personally think they should be, not 
what they say. 

Even when courts have decided in favor of the people 
against the government, government has often ignored the 



















IV. PRINCIPLES AND PHILOSOPHY OF LIBERTY

* * * * * * * * 
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 fife, liberty and the pursuit of happiness. 

Declaration of Independence, 1ns* * * * * * * * 
It All Starts With An Idea 

Philosophy is the source of our ideas about justice, law, 
ethics, and political platforms. Ideas can have major 
consequences, good and bad. The American and French 
revolutions would not have happened without the philoso
phy of liberty, especially the ideas of John Locke and Tom 
Paine. Millions of people have been affected because Karl 
Marx wrote a book about the philosophy of communism, 
and because Adolf Hitler wrote a book about national so
cialism. 

A spark can light up a prairie fire. 
Mao Tse-Tung 

A pyramid far loftier than that of old Cheops could be raised merely 
with the bones of men who have been victims of the power of words 
and formulas. 

Gustave Le Bon, 1895 
The ideas of economists and political philosophers. both when they 
are right and when they are wrong, are more powerful than is 
commonly understood. Indeed, the world is ruled by little else. 

John Maynard Keynes 
The world is ruled by ideas, not interests. When men seek to serve 
their interests, It is what they think their interests are that really 
moves them, and this is determined by their ideas. However ideas 
always take time to achieve their effect. This time-lag is one of the 
most important of social phenomena. When politicians and 
journalists declare their belief in what they think is the dernier cri 
(last word), it turns out to be an idea that conquered the intellectual 
world years earlier. 

Arthur Shenfield, 1982 
Philosophy determines and explains what you do, what is 

happening to you, and what your future will be, if any. You 
can help make a better future by spreading the word of a 
better philosophy. 

Libertarianism is the philosophy of liberty. It is not 
merely a political philosophy, but also a far deeper per
sonal philosophy--an ethical way of life. 

Morality 
Libertarians believe in free will, the idea that people can 

make choices. We don't have time to consider all the 
angles for every little decision. So we use philosophical 
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Responsibility 
These moral principles give you the right to be free of 

interference from other people. You cannot, however, 
justly claim these rights unless you also respect the same 
rights of others. To claim a right as a human right, it must 
be universal, applying to all humans everywhere, at all 
times. If you don't recognize the rights of others, you 
contradict your own claim to rights as a human. Thus, 
these principles prohibit people from violating each other's 
rights. All human relations should be peaceful, honest and 
voluntary. 

We hold that the one and only true basis of society is the frank 
recognition of these rights of self-ownership; that is to say, of the 
rights of control and direction by the individual, as he himself 
chooses, over his own mind, his own body, and his own property, 
always provided that he respects the same universal rights in others. 

Auberon Herbert, 1897 
The morality of respect for the liberty and rights of oth

ers is also clearly demonstrated by the benefits to the lives 
and security of everyone. We all gain enormously by 
peaceful voluntary cooperation with each other. It makes 
possible the growth of knowledge and the division of labor 
upon which our standard of living depends. Without any 
respect for human rights, we could sink below the level of 
savages, and perhaps the human race would disappear. 

Obligation 
Associated with every right is a corresponding obli

gation. For example, our right to our lives means that we 
have an obligation not to murder others. 

In discussing rights, it is sometimes helpful to consider 
them from the obligation viewpoint. Thus, our right to 
liberty is also our obligation not to enslave others. Even 
those who oppose liberty would probably be embarrassed 
to favor slavery. 

An alleged right, such as a "right" to food, is more 
clearly understood when expressed as an obligation of 
some people to provide free food to other people. Once 
this point is made, the nice-sounding claim that there is a 
"right" to food can be exposed as a claim that there is a 
"right" to enslave. 

No Right Of Interference 
Another way to show the justice of liberty is to ask: What 

right does anyone have to violate another person's liberty? 
Surely the burden of proof should fall on those who claim 
such a right. Even if such a right existed, how could it be 
limited to a few people? Special rights cannot be human 
rights. If everyone had the right to do as they wish to 
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Libertarian society would probably be to mutually contract 
with neighbors not to own dangerous property, engage in 
dangerous activities, or to do anything that is agreed to be 
undesirable. Failing a satisfactory agreement, the options 
would be to buy the neighbor's property or to move away 
from the risky area. 

Light Aggression 
Some Libertarians are troubled by what they believe to 

be a problem with applying the non-aggression principle. 
We all, by necessity, do things in our everyday lives that 
might be considered the initiation of force. How could we 
live in society if these actions were prohibited? Is natural 
law impractical? 

The extreme example sometimes given is that when your 
neighbor turns on a light, particles of light, called photons, 
will "strike" you and your property. Is this aggression, and 
if so, could it justify violence in self-defense? 

If there is no harm there is no aggression. If the light 
turned on was only a small light bulb in the daytime, it is 
hard to imagine how its light would cause harm. A light at 
night might, under some circumstances, cause harm. How
ever, focussing a large searchlight on someone's home at 
night to interfere with their sleep would (except in unusual 
circumstances such as scaring off a burglar) be harm, and 
would constitute aggression. Attacking someone with a 
dangerous laser light certainly would be aggression. 

It may be argued that the problem of drawing the line 
between aggression and peaceful behavior is still not 
solved because "harm is subjective and differs from person 
to person." But even though we cannot read minds to 
know how much they suffered from an aggression, it is still 
subject to reasonable proof. 

Every day courts and arbitrators resolve such questions. 
Property damage can be demonstrated by physical evi
dence and a value put on it by the victim and expert 
testimony. Bodily injury can be shown by medical bills and 
testimony. Mental suffering can be inferred from the jury's 
experience, expert testimony by psychologists, and by 
testimony about the victim's behavior before, during and 
after the aggression. The burden of proof of damage is, of 
course, on the plaintiff, who seeks to justify the use of 
force to secure restitution. 

As a practical matter, most people who desire the ben
efits of living close to others will tolerate a reasonable 
amount of harm (for example, noise from a neighbor's 
lawnmower or dog) because they wish others to tolerate 
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the harm they cause by normal activities. 
The right of self-defense may need to be invoked when 

one's tolerance is seriously abused. But, to invoke this 
right in response to every trivial annoyance visited upon a 
person by his/her neighbors would be to abuse the right. 
Most people do not abuse the right to self-defense in this 
manner. They realize that to do so is to invite retribution in  
kind. 

Present laws against "disturbing the peace" are en
forced in a similarly lenient fashion. People generally do 
not call the police every time they are subjected to an
noyances which might be technically illegal. They wait 
until they believe they are suffering serious aggravation. 

So the non-aggression principle meets the natural law 
test of not producing unreasonable conclusions even when 
applied to extreme cases. It is both just and workable. 

Means And Ends 
We have all heard the phrase "the ends don't justify the 

means." It is obviously a little confused, because if ends 
don't justify means, what can? Actually, of course, the only 
reason to use means is to achieve ends. But then how do 
we tell bad means and ends from good? 

The Libertarian answer is that there is only one end-· 
defense against aggression (which includes obtaining res
titution)--that can justify using force as a means. Other
wise, we can justly use any means we choose for any ends 
we choose. 

Some people say that the initiation of force is justified to 
advance their particular "noble" cause. But they have no 
basis for claiming that someone else's use of force to get 
their way is not also justified. As soon as it is accepted 
that force is ever justified, other than to repel force, the 
only question left is "Who is stronger?" 

Those who desire to "benefit" others by using force to 
impose their "ideal social system" or "true religion" have 
abandoned the principle which justifies their own right to 
not be similarly treated by a stronger group. 

Unfortunately, violence and conquest are deeply rooted 
in human culture. We worship warriors who win. In this 
age when mental ability has replaced brute force as the 
key to success and defense, we still admire and envy 
physical strength more than intelligence. 

We tend to think in terms of victory and dominance over 
others. In business we tell of "beating" competitors, rather 
than better pleasing consumers. A popular recreation is 
watching or participating in imitation combat in which the 
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justly punished by opinion, though not by law. 
John Stuart Mill 

If you are trapped in a situation from which it is not 
practical to withdraw, it would then be ethical to lie to, 
intimidate, psychologically manipulate or scream at the 
offender to end the harassment. Such non-violent meth
ods may of course also be used for self-defense against 
physical aggression. The same principles apply if you wish 
to aid a victim who desires help. 

Just as force is moral only as necessary for defense 
against force, psychological pressure is moral only when 
used to the minimum extent needed for defense against 
force or psychological pressure. Note that if harassment 
included threats of force, physical interference with your 
freedom, or violation of your property rights, it would a
mount to force and could justify using force in self-defense. 

It is ethical to try to persuade others to behave as you 
wish, but any pressure or deceit to make non-aggressive 
people do so involuntarily is unethical. If persuasion fails 
and someone's behavior is intolerable, it is ethical to ter
minate .the relationship. You have a natural right to free
dom of association, and to form or terminate voluntary 
associations for any reason. 

Organized boycotts (refusing to associate or trade) and 
other forms of protest, such as picketing and demon
strations, are ethical if in self-defense against unethical 
actions of the persons who are the target of the protest. 
Note that the "self" in "self-defense" means that the pro
testers must either be the victims, or have the victims' 
approval, in order for the protest to be ethical. 

Use of social or economic pressure against an individual 
for any reason--other than to correct unethical behavior--is 
unethical. This may seem to be a very thin moral line to 
draw, because there is nothing unethical if one person, or 
a number of people, individually decide that they do not 
care to associate with someone, although the effect may be 
devastating socially or economically. 

An organized or cooperative protest, however, goes be
yond refusal to associate, in that it tries to intimidate the 
target person and his/her supporters, or to cause them 
harm. What makes this unethical is the intent to pressure 
someone to act against his/her will. 

Common examples of the use of such unethical pressure 
are to impose on an individual (against his/her will) po
litical, religious, economic and social values, especially 
conformity with peer group beliefs and behavior. 

Protection, therefore. against the tyranny of the magistrate is not 
enough: there needs protection also against the tyranny of the 

























Chapter V: Liberty And Property Rights 67 

live or work there, and how the property is maintained. 
Further suppose that he can force you to sell your 

property to him at any time at a price he determines. You 
are allowed to sell the property to others if he approves, 
but the price is greatly reduced by the required payments 
and restrictions. 

You could hardly be called the owner in this situation. 
You would really be a tenant. Now, think about property 
taxes, zoning, building codes, eminent domain laws, etc., 
and ask yourself who really owns America. 

Property also is an appendage to liberty; and 'tis as impossible for a 
man to have a right to lands or goods, if he has no liberty, and 
enjoys his life only at the pleasure of another, as it is to enjoy either 
when he is deprived of them. 

Algernon Sidney, ca 1680 
If what is called the state may forcibly take one dollar or one shilling 
out of what a man owns, it may take what it likes up to the last 
dollar or last shilling. Once admit the right of the state to take, and 
the state becomes the real owner of all property. 

Auberon Herbert, 1897 
Every man holds his property subject to the general right of the 
community to regulate its use to whatever degree the public welfare 
may require it. 

President Theodore Roosevelt 

How Free? 
We can measure our liberty, and our enslavement, by 

how much we get to keep and own of what we produce. In 
other words, how much of the fruits of our labor is stolen? 

We also lose liberty if we are not free to use our labor as 
productively as we could. What we are prevented from 
producing is also stolen in violation of our rights. 

In America today, 40% to 50% of our labor is taken from 
us by force as "taxes." In addition, an unknown but huge 
amount is taken by laws and regulations. Government laws 
and regulations force us to waste our labor and resources, 
and transfer wealth from less preferred to more preferred 
people. 

Our labor is stolen every time we fill out a government 
form, every time a truck makes a return trip empty because 
of regulations, every time we pay more than the free market 
price for food because of government price supports and 
production restrictions, or every time we pay more for 
almost everything because of tariffs and import quotas. 

Government-produced inflation has run over 10% 
many years. Inflation is a tax and also "redistributes" 
income, just as if government had taxed someone to 
benefit another. 

Capital is transferred from those who would have re
ceived it on the market, to those whom the government 





Chapter V: Liberty And Property Rights 69 

Thinkers and writers who would deny property rights or create 
political right1; over private property, are the ultimate heralds and 
harbingers of dictatorship. 

Hans F. Sennholz, 1982 
The human rights of freedom of speech and religion are 

really part of your property rights to your body (self
ownership). And what good is it to have these rights if you 
lack the material means to exercise them? What is free
dom of the press without the right to own paper or press, 
or to sell what you print? The importance of property 
rights to "civil" rights becomes obvious when you consider 
the effects of not having property rights in communist 
countries. 

The feminist movement provides a good illustration of 
the identity of human rights and property rights. The 
struggle for women's rights has been a struggle for prop
erty rights. Most important was the right of women to own 
themselves rather than being the property of fathers and 
husbands. 

Then there was the right of married women to own 
property in their own names, to make contracts for prop
erty, and to own a share of joint assets after divorce or 
death of the husband. More recently, women's ownership 
of their labor has been recognized by the elimination of 
many of the labor laws designed to restrict women's ability 
to market their labor. 

It is impossible to look upon a man as free, so long as others have 
unlimited command over his property. It is impossible to separate 
the rights of action from the rights of acquiring and possessing. A 
man acts through and by means of the various substances of the 
world, and if he is not free to acquire and own these substances as 
an individual, neither is he free to act as an individual. 

Auberon Herbert, 1897 
There we organized our anti-slavery Society, and when the journals 
of the day refused to publish our constitution and by-laws, we bought 
a press for a paper of our own. 

Rev. Thomas James, 1833 

"Collective" P rope rt y 
The history of liberty is the history of individual property 

rights. Until the last few hundred years, the common 
people rarely enjoyed private ownership. Indeed, most 
were slaves who were themselves treated as the property 
of others. 

The most ancient and primitive system of property own
ership is collectivism, where property is held in common by 
a group of people. In this system, an individual can use 
property, including one's own body, only when the privilege 
is granted by the collective. This privilege is temporary and 
at the pleasure of the collective. Everything that is pro-
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duced becomes the property of the collective. There is no 
right to transfer the privilege to use property by trade, gift 
or inheritance. 

The Dukhagini in the Dinaric Alps were living in the same obedience 
to their Law of Lek. I tried for hours to convince some of them that 
a man can own a house. A dangerously radical woman of the 
village was demanding a house.... Obstinately anti-social, she dog
gedly repeated, "With these hands, my hands, I built up the walls. I 
laid the roof stones with my hands. It is my house ... " I said that in 
America a man owns a house. They could not believe it; they 
admired America.... They questioned me shrewdly. I staggered 
myself by mentioning taxes. I had to admit that an American pays 
the tribe for possession of a house. This seemed to concede that 
the American tribe does own the house. I was routed; their high 
opinion of my country was restored. 

Rose Wilder Lane, 1943 
The ugly little secret of collective ownership is that it 

really means ownership by those in power, usually only a 
few people. Collectivism in practice is ownership of ev
erything, and everybody, by those who rule in the name
of the collective. 

Collectivism is the philosophy proposed to justify power 
over others--rule. It is only an excuse for ownership (con
trol) by the few. It was the theory of power in savage 
tribes, feudalism, monarchies and empires. The primitive 
collective system of ownership is still in use to varying 
degrees in every country in the world. The purest ex
amples to be found today are communist countries and a 
few isolated tribal societies. 

People ought to possess all wealth and riches of the earth together 
and on equal terms and also use them together and equitably. 

Jean Meslier, 1664-1729 
As late as 1776, no one in France could own even so much as a 
pigeon, unless he happened to be a person of "royal birth"--a king, 
a prince or a noble. 

Henry Grady Weaver, 1947 
All violence is aimed at the property of others. The person--life and 
health--is the object of attack only in so far as it hinders the 
acquisition of property. 

Ludwig von Mises, 1922 
Liberty is not possible when the right of ownership of the 

fruits of one's labor is denied by force. Liberty is the right 
to peacefully own one's life, body, labor and justly acquired 
property. So, the progress of liberty depends on progress 
away from the idea of collective ownership toward recog
nizing individual property rights. 

Not only liberty, but all progress in our standard of liv
ing depends on progress in protecting individual property 
rights. Ownership by the many instead of the few makes 
possible the market. The market, and the information it 
transmits about human needs and resources, in turn makes 
possible the division and specialization of labor, which is 





















80 A Liberty Primer 

its new owner has a right to seize it and also money 
restitution for costs and damages. This cannot be done, 
however, when the property is a personal service. 

Sometimes it is simply impossible for the person owing 
the service to perform it within the agreed time limits, 
because of death, injury, sickness or external causes. But 
it is agreed by almost everyone, including Libertarians, that 
no one can justly be compelled to personally perform in 
some specific way, even if possible. The natural law 
justification, however, is not clear. In any case, full 
restitution by definition eliminates any claim to specific 
personal performance. 

Stolen Property 
If property is stolen, the owner has a right to recover it 

from whoever possesses it, even if that person is not the 
criminal and unknowingly purchased it. However, the own
er must be able to prove his/her just title to that particular 
property. 

For example, if a criminal stole your money or TV, and 
gave it to an innocent person, you could not claim return 
unless you could show it was the identical bills or TV. 

Even if you recover your property, the criminal still owes 
you restitution for collection costs and other damages. 

Note that the dictionary defines the word "title" as "the 
union of all the elements which constitute ownership" and 
"that which justifies a just cause of exclusive ownership." 
Title has nothing to do with government, which may certify 
titles, but does not create them. 

Dead Right 
A very important question of property rights is: Who 

owns stolen property long after the owner and thief are 
dead? Usually this question is raised only about real estate 
because other kinds of property usually can't be identified 
or are used up after a long time. Natural law offers a 
moral way to resolve just land titles out of the mess caused 
by thousands of years of colonizing, conquest and crime. 

The typical issue is: your ancestor's land was stolen by 
force, usually with the aid of government, and you now 
wish to claim it from its present innocent occupants. 

The burden is on you to prove the theft and that, if the 
theft had not happened, you would have a just title. If you 
proved your ownership, the land would be yours. However, 
you would have to permit removal or destruction of, or buy, 
any improvements owned by the innocent occupant. In 
many areas of the world, records exist which would provide 







VI. ECONOMICS AND LIBERTY

* * * * * • • * 
If we were directed from Washington when to sow and when to reap, 
we should soon want bread. 

Thomas Jefferson * * * 
It is the highest impertinence and presumption, therefore, in kings and 
ministers to pretend to watch over the economy of private people. They 
are always, and without exception the greatest spendthrifts In the 
society. Let them look well after their own expense, and they may 
safely trust private people with theirs. 

Adam Smith, 1na * * * * * * * * 
Liberty Is Just 

Reason proves that liberty is the only moral basis for 
human relations, and that slavery and aggression are un
just. Libertarians defend liberty because it is an unalien
able human right. For Libertarians, no other argument for 
liberty is needed. What is right and what is wrong does 
not depend on public opinion or the power of rulers to 
enforce their will. And justice does not depend on its 
economic benefit. 

In contrast, others who claim to favor more liberty, 
including some conservatives, usually rely on economic 
arguments. Most often, the economic arguments are used 
only to show the advantages of greater economic liberty 
and not for personal liberty. 

Economics provides powerful arguments for liberty, but 
there is a great danger in relying on only economics. 
There is little problem as long as it is based on the indi
vidual. And valid economic theory must be based on 
individuals, because only individuals make economic deci
sions. 

However, when economists consider groups of people, 
there is a temptation to call for the sacrifice of some 
individuals for the "common good" and to open the way 
for government oppression. Because economics has been 
so often used to excuse government interference in the 
economy, it is also known as "political economy." 

If individual rights are ignored, an economist might 
conclude that the way to benefit "society" is to kill the sick 
and elderly. Basing economics on the "common good" is 
known as "utilitarianism." The "utilitarian" slogan, "the 
greatest good tor the greatest number," is a formula for 
tyranny and genocide. 

83 
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There is no such thing as "the common good," except 
liberty. Liberty means non-aggression. The idea of ag
gression against peaceful people for "the common good" 
is self-contradictory. 

Legislatures cannot repeal the laws of economics, be
cause, like natural law, they depend on the facts of human 
nature. Governments can, and did, punish people for say
ing that the earth is round and revolves around the sun, 
but they can't change the facts. Economic laws won't 
disappear because government passes contrary political 
laws, but civilization might. 

There is no reason that all human existence should be constructed 
on some one or some small number of patterns. If a person 
possesses any tolerable amount of common sense and experience, 
his own mode of laying out his existence is the best, not because it 
is the best in itself, but because it is his own. 

John Stuart Mill, 1859 
The human brain is characterized by some 1013 synapses. Thus the
number of different states of a human brain is 2 raised to this 
power--i.e., multiplied by itself ten trillion times. This is an 
unimaginably large number, far greater, for example, than the total 
number of elementary particles (electrons and protons) in the entire 
universe. It is because of this immense number of functionally 
different configurations of the human brain that no two humans, even 
identical twins raised together, can ever be really very much alike. 

Carl Sagan, 1977 
If I should be able to bring the entire world to live exactly as I live at 
present, what would that avail me in ten years, when, as I hope, I 
shall have a broader knowledge of life, and my life therefore prob
ably changed? 

Lillian Harman, 1898 
We must Jay hold of the fact that economic laws are not made by 
nature. They are made by human beings .... the Federal Government 
will assume bold leadership. 

Franklin D. Roosevelt, 1932 
But truth has its own way. It works and produces effects even ii 
party programs and textbooks refuse to acknowledge it as truth. 

Ludwig von Mises. 1952 
The only power government has is to force people to 

use their time, effort, talents, money, and other resources 
differently from what they desire. Anything people really 
want, they will do, produce, or buy themselves. Anytime 
government forces anyone to do anything against his or 
her will, that person is worse off. Thus all government 
action is uneconomic compared to the free market. The 
more government, the more we suffer. 

Those who advocate more government power sometimes 
point out that planning is a good thing--everybody does it. 
But they then argue that government planning is needed to 
"coordinate" the plans of individuals and businesses for 
greater efficiency. 

"We should use our intelligence to control our destiny, 
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rather than let ourselves be blown about by the cold winds 
of the market," they say. "We should take a 'positive' 
approach, not just let things happen." 

This theory, called positivism (who wants to be neg
ative?), has for centuries attracted intellectuals who thought 
that they knew better than the masses what was good for 
the masses. However, to the dismay of these intellectuals, 
the masses have usually resisted their advice, and have 
been so ungrateful as to fail to honor and reward the in
tellectuals as the latter feel is their due for their contri
butions to society. 

These intellectuals, therefore, become allies of those 
who wish to rule others by force, providing them with ex
cuses for "central planning." They never seem to be 
discouraged by the utter failure of every previous attempt 
at central planning, or its disastrous effects. 

The reason why central planning has always failed, and 
must always fail, is that no government planners can pos
sibly know or deal with the enormous amount of rapidly 
changing information possessed by individuals in the mar
ket. Market prices condense all this information and 
communicate it in useful form to where it is needed. It is 
impossible to improve on the market's automatic coord
ination of everyone's actions in the market through the 
price system. 

Arguments against the free market are simply arguments 
that people should be prevented by threat of violence from 
running their own lives by their own plans. Calling it cen
tral planning, reindustrialization, industrial policy or demo
cratic socialism cannot change that fact. 

The philosophy of liberty proves that the initiation of 
force by anyone, including government, against any per
son's body or other property, is immoral and unjust. Eco
nomics shows that it is also always harmful to that person 
and to society. 

What those calling themselves planners advocate is not the sub
stitution of planned action for letting things go. It is the substitution 
of the planner's own plan for the plans of his fellow men. The 
planner is a potential dictator who wants to deprive all other men of 
the power to plan and act according to their own plans. 

Ludwig von Mises, 1947 
Industrial policy really amounts to central planning in disguise. And 
central planning doesn't work because the central plan must inev
itably run afoul of all the myriad small plans of individuals. So if the 
central plan is to be implemented, individuals "have to be" prevented 
from carrying out their plans--whether they like it or not. That is why 
planned economies always turn into police states.

Tom Bethell, 1982 















































VII. ECONOMIC REGULATION

* * * * * * * * 
The authorities increase the size of their texts of laws. They pile up 
backbreaking burdens and lay them on other men's shoulders. 

Jesus Christ, Matthew 23 * * * 
A wise and frugal government, which shall restrain men from injuring 
one another. which shall leave them otherwise free to regulate their own 
pursuits of industry and Improvements, and shall not take from the 
mouth of labor the bread it has earned•-this is the sum of good 
government. 

Thomas Jefferson. 1801 * * * 
Government, at bottom, is nothing more than a gang of men, and as a 
practical matter, mosl of them are inferior men. Its business in civilized 
countries seldom attracts the service of really superior individuals, and 
bureaucrats are commonly nonentities who gain all their authority by 
belonging to it and are of small importance otherwise. Yet these 
nonentities, by the intellectual laziness of men In general, have come to 
a degree of power in the world that is unchallenged by that of any 
other group. Their fiats, however preposterous. are generally obeyed as 
a matter of duty. They are assumed to have a kind ol wisdom that is 
superior to ordinary wisdom, and the lives of multitudes are willingly 
sacrif iced in their interest. There will be small hope of gain as long as 
there is adherence to this idea: that government is thought of as an 
independent and somehow superhuman organism with powers, rights 
and privileges transcending those of any other human aggregation. 

H. L. Mencken* * * * * * * * 
Protection Racket 

Although it was explained in the last chapter that gov• 
ernment regulation is immoral and simply raises consumer 
costs, reduces consumer options and denies you the free
dom to choose for yourself, you may still wonder how we 
would get along with no regulation at all. 

The general answer is--much better, because govern
ment regulation simply doesn't work, that is, doesn't do 
whatever good may be intended, and is always harmful. 
Again, what you see may look good. What you don't see 
is bad and outweighs any good. 

The real and only reason for governmental regulation is 
to gain power; power to control you; power to exploit you; 
and power to sell favors. It also helps condition you to 
obedience. While there are many misguided advocates of 
regulation who sincerely believe that it is beneficial, they 
are merely the dupes of the power seekers. 

A group of students and a teacher who started a bank at school 
were learning a lot about high finance when the state decided to 
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ings with other people in the market. 
In a free market, everyone can choose to buy or not to 

buy, to sell or not to sell, whatever goods and services are 
desired at whatever prices are mutually agreeable. Every
one can sue for fraud and breach of contract to force 
others to honor agreements. If one person or company 
refuses to make the desired trade, there are almost always 
many others who offer the possibility of a more agreeable 
deal. The rewards of the market go to those who most 
successfully cater to individual preferences. 

How can the market be improved by a political process 
that at best imperfectly reflects the will of the majority, and 
completely shuts out losing minorities? Most often, the 
political process reflects the will of only politicians or small 
but politically-influential special interests. Everyone is 
forced to accept the same thing, regardless of individual 
preferences. Advocates of regulation could more usefully 
devote their efforts to the prevention of political failures. 

What is politically defined as economic "planning" is the forcible 
superseding of other people's plans by government officials. 

Thomas Sowell, 1981 
The control of the production of wealth is the control of human life 
itself. 

Hilaire Belloc 
In addition to the existence of market failures, the theory 

of regulation also incorrectly assumes: 1) that we wouldn't 
voluntarily do what is best for us even if we knew; 2) that 
there are superior beings who know far better than we do 
what is best for us; 3) that these omniscient persons can 
and will be selected for positions of authority by us in
feriors; 4) that these saintly people will defy human nature 
and decide what is best for us rather than what is best for 
themselves; 5) that they will make fewer mistakes then we 
would; and 6) that laws and regulations actually work as 
intended without serious harmful side effects. If any one
of these assumptions is untrue, then logically we should 
not entrust the direction of our lives to government. And 
they are all false! 

It seems to be difficult if not impossible for human beings to avoid 
thinking of government as a mystical entity with a nature and a 
history all its own. It constitutes for them a creature somehow 
interposed between themselves and the great flow of cosmic events, 
and they look to it to think for them and to protect them. 

H. L. Mencken
The doctrine of regulation and legislation by "master ,rinds," in 
whose judgement and will all the people may gladly and quietly 
acquiesce, has been too glaringly apparent in Washington during 
these last ten years. Were it possible to find "master minds" so 
unselfish, so willing to decide unhesitatingly against their own 
personal interests or private prejudices. men almost god-like in their 
ability to hold the scales of justice with an open hand, such a 
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The oniy problem for the predators is to get government 
to use its force for the desired purpose. In the old days, 
and still in many countries today, it was necessary only for 
predators to make it worthwhile for the rulers with political 
support, bribes, a piece of the action, etc. But if the ruler's 
power depends on public opinion, the support (or at least 
acceptance) of the public will also be required. 

The public is unlikely to support being exploited if it 
understands what is going on. So exploiters must deceive 
the public by inventing excuses that make it appear that a 
political law or regulation is "fair" and in the public inter
est. The real reason must be concealed and the exploiters 
must pretend to be noble altruists. Preferably the victims 
should be unaware that they are being exploited, but at 
least they should be kept confused and feeling too guilty to 
"selfishly" assert their rights. 

People don't want to think of themselves as evil. Even 
the worst criminals need self-respect and try to justify their 
crimes, at least to themselves. So exploiters usually per
suade themselves that their excuses are true. This self. 
deception, combined with subconscious guilt, often pro
duces "righteous" indignation when their motives are chal
lenged. 

So the theory of regulation and the various excuses are 
correctly understood simply as attempts to justify exploi
tation, even though they may be offered in good faith by 
people who have been deceived. Because of the self-de
ception factor, it is often difficult to identify the motives of 
advocates of regulation. But we do know the original 
motives which are the real reason for regulation. 

The prime objectives of exploiters are familiar: money 
and/or power, and all the gratifications these can bring. 
Using government force for exploitation usually requires an 
organization. Examples of organizations commonly in
volved in exploitation are businesses, trade associations, 
unions and social reform groups. The polite name for such 
organizations, when they are involved in exploitation, is 
"special interests." Politicians and bureaucrats are ex
ploiters by occupation. 

To benefit from exploitation, it is necessary to avoid 
becoming the victim of exploitation by others. But once 
the practice is established, there is no principle to exclude 
others who will want "theirs." So we have a system in 
which, to some degree, everyone exploits everyone else. 

It is generally recognized that we all are greatly harmed 
by the result. But no one wants to be left behind, so there 
is a constant clamor for more regulation, and no one wants 
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Another very old argument for government regulation to 
protect against competition (and that is one effect of all 
regulation) is that the present producers are barely making 
a living, and if there were more competitors there wouldn't 
be enough business to go around. At first this argument 
may sound reasonable, which is why it is used so often. 
But then, how do the thousands of businesses that are not 
monopolies avoid this apparent problem? 

What is wrong with this argument is that it assumes that 
nothing will change except more competitors dividing less 
money. But free competition changes the market. Airline 
deregulation is a good example of these changes. 

Open competition does drive consumer prices down and 
increase the number of competitors. But it also increases 
the size of the market. Lower prices cause consumers to 
use more and attract new consumers who previously could 
not afford to buy. Someone is always predicting that in 
this particular case this economic law of lower prices 
creating demand will not work. But it always has. 

More competition and a larger market spurs innovation 
to reduce costs and provide better and a greater variety of 
service. This further expands the market. Efficient com
petitors find that their total sales are increased even 
though the prices are lower. With higher sales and lower 
costs, their total profits are also usually increased, even at 
lower profit margins. 

For a while after a market is deregulated, there will be 
more competitors than the market will support. But a 
"shakeout" soon happens, with the least efficient pro
ducers having to leave that market for another, which is 
more profitable for them. 

If a market is never "regulated" in the first place, the 
sometimes difficult and unpleasant transition period is a
voided. Free market adjustments to changing conditions 
usually are not as great, affect far fewer businesses and 
are spread over a much longer period of time. 

The airline deregulation experience also answers another 
common argument against deregulation--that people in 
small towns will no longer receive service. What actually 
happened was that, overall, small towns' airline service was 
greatly improved. Commuter airlines with small airplanes 
replaced (with more frequent service) the large planes that 
were inefficient for that part of the market. 

Government interference in every part of the trans
portation market, including government ownership of trans
portation systems, has been and continues to be a very 
costly disaster for consumers, taxpayers and even the 
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In many countries, bureaucrats gain the largest part of 
their incomes from bribes for giving government approvals, 
overlooking violations of political laws, and ending official 
harrassment. Even in countries where corruption is not 
condoned by the government, there are open scandals 
regularly. 

It is understandable that minor government agents 
should want to share the loot with the ruling groups, for 
they see that the selling of favors is the source and 
purpose of power. 

Libertarians believe that using corruption as a means of 
self-defense against unjust political laws and government 
aggression is moral and justified by natural law, provided 
that it does not involve use of government to rob innocent 
people. 

Friedrich A. Hayek, 1899 - 1992 
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information from newspapers, magazines, newsletters, TV, 
radio, mail, bookstores, computers, libraries and friends. 
The fast growing information industry is enormous. 

If we thoroughly studied the economic and safety prob
lems of everything we buy or do, there would be time for 
little else. Fortunately, there are normally enough knowl
edgeable and aggressive people that business can't afford 
to offend, to indirectly protect those of us who are less 
diligent. This is another example of Adam Smith's "invis
ible hand" at work. 

The true demand for information is indicated by the tiny 
percentage of the population which subscribes to con
sumer magazines (or reads them free in libraries) that 
provide comparative test results at very low cost. Those 
who do subscribe, turn out to be mostly the educated and 
affluent who need help far less than the poor, who can't 
afford many mistakes. 

However, it should be noted that if we had a free market, 
or if everyone just realized that government is not "taking 
care of them," the demand for independent consumer in
formation would surely be greatly increased. 

Poor Information 
Our self-appointed "protectors" often try to justify their 

intervention in the market as needed not so much by "us," 
as by the ignorant poor who may be taken advantage of. 
The difficulty with this excuse is that such people usually 
can't or don't want to use information effectively. That is 
one reason they are poor. 

Plenty of more successful people would be glad to give 
them good advice--if it were wanted. What the poor really 
need is the good judgment to seek and use good advice 
and to ask questions, for example, and not buy things they 
don't need and can't afford, to think about the conse
quences of their actions, and to plan ahead. 

The people who join food cooperatives to save money 
are not the poor, but the educated middle class. And 
guess who takes advantage of low cost recipes for nu
tritious food and who prefers expensive prepared foods! 

But good judgment and prudence cannot be legislated. 
Advice that is not taken is a useless waste. People who 
will not learn from the experience of others, will learn at 
the school of hard knocks. 

The only two useful actions government could take to 
help such people are to increase general prosperity by 
removing its burden from the economy, so that they could 
better afford the tuition; and to institute a libertarian system 
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of its citizens who buy imports. Another reason is the 
International Monetary Fund, which prints money to loan to 
governments to which no one else will lend. 

As export manufacturers everywhere are better orga
nized than the mass of citizens, a competition develops 
between countries to inflate the most, with the phony 
excuse that "we must have a favorable balance of trade." 
Trade, however, balances itself automatically. The paper 
currency we use to pay for imports has to be used by 
foreigners to buy our exports, unless the imports were 
intended as gifts. 

Business Likes Inflation 
The main reason business likes inflation is the temporary 

prosperity it produces. Sales and profits go up, and there 
is more and cheaper capital available for expansion. 
Those who (temporarily) benefit most from inflation are 
exporters, companies which make expensive products that 
most consumers must finance (such as housing and au
tomobiles), and manufacturers of "capital goods" needed 
to expand production. This is why they are big supporters 
of inflation. But there are other reasons why inflation is 
popular with business. 

Business managers like inflation because it allows them 
to report far higher profits to their shareholders than their 
services have really earned. They can report progress 
even when things are getting worse. Profits are the 
"grades" on managers' "report cards," and everybody likes 
to have good "grades," especially when their jobs depend 
on it. 

In recent years approximately one half of the profits 
reported by large corporations have been due to inflation, 
and are not real. Many major companies that have actually 
lost money have been able to report profits using standard 
accounting rules that do not consider inflation. This is 
done primarily by recording the expense of inventory used, 
and depreciation of machinery and buildings, based on 
their lower original cost instead of the higher cost of re
placement. 

If you sell something for $2.00 that you paid a dollar for, 
it appears that you made a $1.00 profit. But if it will cost 
you $3.00 to replace it because of inflation, you have really 
lost $1.00. Similarly, the selling price of a product should 
include a charge for wearing out the machine that rnade it. 
If this charge for depreciation is only enough to recover the 
original cost of the machine, and it will cost twice as much 
to buy a replacement, the company may be going broke 
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goods is called the buyer. The person who trades money 
for services is usually called an employer, and the person 
who trades services for money is called an employee. But 
not always, because if a person trades services for money 
with a number of people, he/she is a seller to buyers, 
instead of an employee. There are many similar words 
used in discussing trade, such as merchant, supplier, 
producer, vendor, businessperson, customer, purchaser 
and consumer. 

These distinctions are useful, but also contusing. They 
obscure the fact that we are all really trading our labor, 
and what we produce with our labor, for the labor of 
others. And we trade only because our labor is worth less 
to us than either the labor of others, or leisure. 

The reason other people's labor is worth more to us, and 
vice versa, is specialization. We produce more efficiently 
(that is, with less labor) and with better quality, when we 
specialize in some particular kind of work. We all benefit 
enormously from this "division of labor" which money and 
prices facilitate and coordinate. 

People who desire power over others often suggest that 
there is some moral or economic superiority associated 
with one side or the other of a trade. Put another way, the 
idea is that the rights and obligations of one side are 
different from those of the other. However, what would be 
unjust would be to use force to impose conditions on either 
side, other than those which are voluntarily accepted. 

It is easier to see that both parties benefit from vol
untary trade if we simplify the transaction by not using 
money as the intermediary, in other words if we look at 
exchange by barter. 

For example, if you caught more fish than you could eat, 
and another person picked more apples than he could eat, 
you are both better off after trading--if you each like to eat 
what the other has to offer. 

Someone else might think you made a bad deal because 
she doesn't think people should eat apples, or that you 
didn't receive enough fish in trade for your apples. But 
that is her problem. It's what you, and the person with 
whom you trade, like that counts. She has no right to 
interfere with your deal, nor has anyone else. 

Middlepersons 
Often people purchase something, and then sell it to 

another person for a higher price to make a profit. It may 
appear that the person who paid the higher price was 
cheated, because he could have bought it at a lower price 
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from the original seller. But he was not. He made the 
purchase voluntarily because it was worth more to him 
than the money he gave up in exchange. 

The "middleman" (for example, a retailer) earned her 
profit by financing, transporting, storing, perhaps exhibiting 
the purchase until the third person wanted it, and ren
dering other services. Without the "middleman" the cost 
to the purchaser would almost certainly have been greater 
because of the expense of a small shipment or travel to 
where it was sold. 

But even more, she earned her profit by providing 
information to make possible the exchange that benefitted 
the final purchaser. The final buyer may not have known 
where to find the purchase or where to find it at the best 
price. If it was sold only in quantity he may not have 
known how to resell the unwanted surplus. He may want a 
steak, but not a live cow. He may not have known which 
product was best for his purpose. He may not have known 
that what he purchased even existed or that it would 
benefit him. 

"Middlemen" provide an important service by providing 
information at much lower cost than if each purchaser had 
to obtain it individually. Information is a valuable com
modity that can cost a great deal of time and money to 
acquire. It is not "unfair" to sell it in a voluntary exchange. 

In the final analysis, the justice of the "middleman's" 
profits is shown by considering that if producers could 
perform the same services themselves at the same or a 
lower cost, they would eliminate the "middlemen" and 
make the profits for themselves. And consumers would 
patronize producers directly if it was to their advantage. 

"Fair" Prices 
Karl Marx's labor theory of value claims that a fair price 

should be determined by only the hours of labor to pro
duce the good. He and many other social theorists who 
didn't understand economics have used this concept to 
condemn profits. This theory means that if you spend a 
day painting a picture, it is worth the same as a picture 
that took Rembrandt a day to paint! So when you ask the 
Russians to trade one of their Rembrandts for your picture, 
be sure to remind them of the principle involved. 

A use value or useful article therefore has value because human 
labor in the abstract has been embodied or materialized in it.... How 
then is the magnitude of this value to be measured? Plainly, by the 
quantity of the value-creating substance of the labor contained in the 
article. The quantity of labor, however, is measured by its duration, 
and labor time in its turn finds its standards in weeks, days, and 
years. 

Karl Marx, 1883 
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corporations have a secret money tree which allows them 
to operate with expenses greater than income from cus
tomers. If some customers are charged more to subsidize 
others who are "needy," they will do business elsewhere 
and the company could go broke. 

People who make judgements based on "need" naturally 
have a solution. As you probably guessed, they believe 
that the conflict between high pay and low prices should 
be resolved by using government force to take the money 
from someone else. This is called "redistribution of 
wealth," or, more accurately, armed robbery or slavery. 

The prices we need are those set by voluntary agree
ment, not by threat of violence. The question to ask them 
is: Why do you advocate violence and slavery to impose 
your economic opinions on other people? 

Cost 
The cost of producing something, whether it is labor, 

materials or capital used, does not (and should not) have 
an effect on what it is worth to someone else. They care 
only whether it will make them happier than what they have 
to give up to obtain it, and whether they can make a better 
trade with some other producer. 

The cost of anything is what we forego to obtain 
it. Suppose that a camera and a chair are available at the 
same price, and you can afford to buy only one of them. If 
you buy the camera, its true cost to you is not the money, 
but the chair. 

The producer looks at the trade the same way. The 
money spent producing the goods is history. The only 
question is would she be better off with the supply of 
goods, or with what she can buy with the most money the 
goods can be sold for? 

Cost enters the picture only because the producer will 
probably not produce any more if she does not expect a 
profit. This will affect the future supply and therefore 
future prices. Also, she knows that if she charges too 
much more than cost, other producers will get the bus
iness. 

The market is in effect a giant continuous auction. Even 
when prices appear to be fixed, as in a retail store, they 
are set at that level because of experience with what buy
ers will bid. If demand is higher or lower than anticipated, 
the prices will be changed. A slow auction is still an 
auction. 

The point is that prices are set by the agreement of 
people involved in a trade. There is no "unfair," "right" or 
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There's Nothing Wrong With Prices, So Don't Fix Them 
But people are often unhappy about prices. They feel 

that it is "unfair" that the prices of what they want to sell 
are so low, and the prices of what they want to buy are so 
high. They don't like the message prices deliver: the un
pleasant truth that they must work harder or smarter to 
produce more if they are to consume more. So the idea of 
price controls is popular. 

The people who wish to have government hold the 
prices below the free market prices, and those who wish 
to have the prices or wages they receive held above the 
market price, have something in common. They all believe 
that in their particular case, or due to exceptional con• 
ditions, the law of supply and demand doesn't apply, or has 
failed. Supply or demand is said to be inelastic, meaning 
that they are not affected by price. 

A well known example is oil. In the early 1970's it was 
widely thought that the OPEC cartel price increases would 
not lower demand because people could not lower their 
use of energy, and that the supply could not be increased 
because the world was running out of oil. However, in the 
early 1980's, demand for oil was substantially reduced, and 
the supply was greatly increased. These effects and the 
resulting oil glut were exactly as predicted by the law of 
supply and demand. 

While it may take time for large adjustments to take 
place, the law of supply and demand always works. That is 
because it is based on fundamental human motivation. 
Even force cannot suspend this law; it can only temporarily 
conceal its effects. 

Governments don't like free market prices either. Gov
ernments like the money they steal with the "painless" tax 
of inflating the currency, and they like the temporary eco• 
nomic boom it produces. The political problems are that 
lowering the value of the currency makes government's 
money worth less too; and that the subjects are upset by 
the unpleasant consequences of inflation, causing political 
unrest. 

Having tried to create "Prosperity" by monetary inflation. and then 
finding that prices rise steeply, the government usually claims that it 
needs controls to curb the price increases which ii has caused. It 
needs controls, It asserts, in order to curb the inflation which it 
created.... The evidence is clear. Controls and possibly dictatorship 
follow inflation as day follows night. 

Lawrence Fertig, 1967 
Controlling prices seems to governments like a good 

way to have their cake and eat it, too. They think that they 
can enjoy the profit from issuing worthless currency, 
while suppressing the unpleasant effects. At the same 
time 







190 A Liberty Primer 

· free, who, having goods necessary for food or usage, shall after this
regulation have thought that they might be withdrawn from the
market.

Maximum Price Edict of Roman Emperor Diocletian, 301 A.O. 
After many oppressions which Diocletian put into practice had
brought a general shortage upon the empire, he set himself to
regulate the prices of all vendible things. There was also much
blood shed upon very slight and trifling accounts: and the people
brought provisions no more to markets, since they could not get a 
reasonable price for them; and this increased the shortages so
much, that at last after many had died by it, the law itself was laid
aside.

Roman historian Lactantius, ca 315 A.O.
If the socialists get their way, it will be found that much

more oppression is still needed. No one will, or can, 
produce very long if their costs are higher than the per
mitted selling price. So, if production is to continue, 
the prices that make up the cost (including the prices of 
labor) must also be controlled. The costs of these costs 
must in turn be controlled. 

So it is not possible to control only a few prices at levels 
different from what the market would have established. 
Every price and every detail of the economy must be 
controlled, or nothing can be controlled. Foreign trade, 
emigration, hours of work, who works at which job--every
thing must be controlled. This requires a totalitarian police 
state with a drastic lowering of the standard of living, and 
even then control will not be complete. 

This process of increasing government controls to make 
previous government controls "work," is an example of 
why a mixture of socialism with liberty is unstable. A mixed 
economy moves toward liberty or, most often, it moves 
toward tyranny which can be overthrown only by civil war 
or conquest from outside. 

Your America is doing many things in the economic field which we 
found out caused us so much trouble. You are trying to control 
people's lives. And no country can do that part way. I tried it and 
failed. Nor can any country do it all the way either. I tried that, too, 
and it failed. You are no better planners than we.... Will it be as it 
has always been that countries will not learn from the mistakes of 
others and will continue to make the mistakes of others all over 
again? 

Nazi Minister Herman Goering, 1946 
The first order of business would be to deal with the chronic ailment 
of the present structure--inflation. I do not see how this can be 
done without the introduction of various kinds of ceilings and 
restraints--price and wage and dividend controls of one kind or 
another--that will serve as counterparts of the floors and supports 
that underpin the system today. We will eventually require an anti
inflationary administrative structure as pervasive in our economic life 
as that of the Internal Revenue Service.... Nothing else will match 
the power of the inflationary process that is now part of the normal 
workings of the system. And so we will learn to live with ceilings 
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surplus, such as a surplus of labor, can be caused by only 
the use of government force to hold prices above the 
natural market level. Excessive wages for some can be 
maintained only at the expense of unemployment for 
others. Consumers can afford to pay higher prices to some 
producers only by not buying from others. The unemployed 
will bid down the price of labor and thus increase the 
demand for labor unless they are prevented from doing so 
by force. 

There is one factor that delays the working of the law of 
supply and demand, and can't be changed--the cost of 
information and on-the-job training. An agreement to trade 
labor for money can quickly and easily be made if the price 
is right. But both employers and workers are interested in 
making the best possible deal, and acquiring this informa
tion may take more time. 

There is a substantial cost for employers to find and 
train suitable employees. This cost is further increased by 
the loss of money to find and train those who prove to be 
unsatisfactory, and the harm they do before they are fired. 
There is a similar cost for information about job conditions 
for workers, but this is a smaller factor. 

It is not practical to lower the wages of those already 
employed (lowering, because of the lower market value of 
their services due to competition from the unemployed) 
because of the morale problems with employees whose 
wages were cut. An unemployed person would have to 
accept substantially lower pay to justify terminating an 
experienced employee known to do satisfactory work. The 
difficulty is further increased by the probability of morale 
problems both with the new employee becoming dis
satisfied with being paid less than other employees, and 
with the other employees feeling threatened. 

Unemployed people, when seeking jobs with new em
ployers, will have an easier time competing with people 
who are already employed. But even there, they suffer from 
the employer's fear that perhaps they are unemployed 
because of poor work habits or other serious problems. 

However, while the cost of training and information will 
delay the re-balancing of labor supply and demand, 
once the balance is upset, it will not prevent the 
market adjustment from taking place in a dynamic 
economy. When supply and demand are approximately 
balanced, there will remain some unemployed people 
and unfilled jobs, because of the information cost 
factor. This does not upset the balance to cause the 
long term unemployment with which we are concerned. 
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The Big Six 
What does upset the balancing of supply and demand to 

create a labor surplus is, again, government interference in 
the market to keep the wages of some people higher than 
they would be relative to other people's wages in a free 
market. 

The problem isn't how much some people get paid. In a 
free market, of course, all wages would be much higher. 
And there is nothing wrong with some people being paid 
much more than others, if it is because they produce more, 
or if their work is more highly valued by the market. The 
problem is that government distorts the relationship 
between wages by force. 

The reason government distorts the market to favor one 
group of people over others is not surprising. Favoring one 
group at the expense of others is the purpose of political 
power and the means by which it is maintained. 

The ways in which government creates unemployment by 
distorting the labor market can be classified under five 
headings: 1. Direct wage controls, 2. Indirect wage con
trols, 3. The tax and regulation wedge, 4. Inflation, 5. 
Subsidizing unemployment, and 6. Attempts to reduce un
employment by force. 

Direct Wage Controls 
The most common forms of direct wage controls 

are minimum wages, below which no one is permitted to 
work. The purpose is to increase the wages of skilled 
labor by pushing up the entire wage scale, and most 
importantly by protecting them from competition from 
unskilled labor. If unskilled people were permitted to 
work for less than the minimum wage, it would be 
economical for employers to hire several unskilled workers 
instead of one skilled worker operating a machine. 

The primary victims of minimum wage laws are the 
young, the elderly, minorities and women. They are often 
prevented by force from working because the wages 
justified by their skills and experience are less than the 
minimum wage. The inexperienced are also prevented 
from gaining experience that would qualify them for higher 
than minimum wages. In short, government cuts off the 
lower rungs of the ladder to success. 

One excuse offered for these cruel laws is that the 
wages of the poor will be increased. But the poor whose 
labor is not worth the minimum wage don't get paid more; 
they get paid nothing, because they aren't hired. What is 
especially sad is that the victims are the poorest and 
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sibly they would become profit making businesses supply
ing services to member-customers. 

Present union activities, however, are mostly unjust, as 
they depend on government force to exclude other poorer
workers from competing for jobs. They lower our standard 
of living, and most hurt--as usual--the young, the elderly, 
minorities and women. 

The Tax And Regulation Wedge 
Taxes and government regulation increase the cost of 

employing labor, and therefore reduce the demand for 
labor. They also reduce wages, making jobs less attractive 
to the unemployed. Thus they drive a wedge between 
buyers and sellers of labor, preventing many trades which 
would otherwise take place. They also raise costs, which 
raises prices, which reduces sales, which reduces the need 
for employees. 

Suppose, for example, that a worker and an employer 
are willing to trade labor for money at three dollars per 
hour. A job will be created and there will be one less 
person unemployed. 

But suppose again the same situation, except that now 
government, by threat of force, imposes a number of taxes 
and regulations. A sales tax decreases sales and the price 
for which goods can be sold. Taxes on property and 
profits make it less worthwhile to expand production, and 
reduce the capital that can be saved to finance expansion. 
Various payroll taxes both reduce profits and the wages 
received by the worker. Paying taxes and complying with 
government regulations requires hiring accountants, law
yers, clerks, personnel managers, etc., and makes opera
tions less efficient and more costly. 

Suppose that, as a result of all this, it would cost the 
employer over four dollars per hour to hire the worker at 
the three dollar wage, but the worker would receive only 
two dollars. The worker isn't interested in a job which pays 
only two dollars, and the employer can't afford to pay the 
four dollars, and in fact now can't justify more than two 
dollars. 

And, in any case, the employer no longer has the capital 
required for tools and inventory to create the job. Final 
result--a job destroyed by government. The figures and 
details may change, but, in total, far more jobs have been 
destroyed than there are unemployed workers. 

These barriers to ceating new jobs are serious enough 
for companies that already have several employees. How
ever, for the millions of one-person businesses, the in-
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Common sense tells us that we get what we pay for, not 
what we want. When government pays people who are 
unemployed--surprise--there is no decrease in unemploy
ment! Unemployment compensation, foreign trade "adjust
ments," welfare, etc., are incentives not to actively seek 
employment. 

"Old age" pensions, such as the American "Social Se
curity" system, tax reductions and other political laws, are 
at least in part used to encourage older workers to retire 
from the labor market. It is not by accident that Social 
Security payments are cut off if a retired person has 
significant earnings from employment. 

Similarly, government financial assistance for higher 
education is in part motivated by a desire to delay the entry 
of young people into the job market. The idea is to reduce 
the total number of years people work. 

Unions strongly support such programs at public ex
pense because they help to keep the unemployed quiet, 
and to prevent them from competing for union jobs by 
offering to work for less. Otherwise, they might demand 
their right to compete for jobs without government inter
ference. They might even realize that they are unemployed 
because the money that would have been paid to them for 
working has been diverted by government force to over
paying other people. 

While subsidizing unemployment may help hide the 
problem, it increases unemployment. Not only does it 
discourage people from seeking jobs, but it also 
increases taxation and thereby depresses the economy 
and the availability of good jobs. 

Attempts To Reduce Unemployment By Force 
Socialists like to say that there is no unemployment in 

Russia or other communist countries. But they are wrong, 
for there is a lot of unemployment in those countries. It is 
covered up by either paying people to show up for work 
but not do anything, or by forced labor paid nothing. Both 
these methods are clearly unjust for one enslaves the 
taxpayer, and the other the laborer. 

In countries with market economies, governments often 
use similar methods in order to appear to be reducing the 
unemployment they have created. They collect taxes by 
threat of force, and create makework jobs. 

They ignore the fact that (and hope no one realizes that) 
for every job they create, they destroy one or more 
productive jobs for which we would have spent the money 
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laws are used to spread around the unemployment caused 
by government, so as to discourage worker competition 
that would lower wages. 

An American example, instigated by unions, is the 50% 
penalty employers are forced to pay for "overtime" hours 
worked over 40 hours per week. The excuse, of course, is 
health, fatigue, etc. But those who work for themselves, 
executives, farmers, etc., who are exempt, seem to thrive 
on working "overtime." In other countries, additional meth
ods are used, such as mandating long vacations. Unions, 
using their "legal" power, also spread work with work rules 
and makework requirements in contracts. 

The reason unions support measures to redistribute un
employment is obvious; but the much larger non-union 
public tolerates it because of lack of understanding of the 
economic consequences. All who are employed, and their 
families, see the benefit of shorter working hours and 
higher "overtime" pay. They don't realize that because 
productivity is decreased, everyone's income is reduced, 
the prices we pay are higher, and that we lose far more 
than we gain. 

The public also sympathizes with the unemployed and 
feels that it is only "fair" to share the work available. 
There is even a popular notion that women, teenagers and 
foreigners should not work and thus take away jobs from 
men who need them to support their families. One often
repeated false cliche is "Hire the son, fire the father." 

What those who repeat such nonsense slogans are 
forgetting is that the person hired will spend the wages to 
hire other people. The error is to focus only on the job 
that is filled, and overlook the fact that more demand for 
labor will be created. On average, every job filled means 
another job created. 

Unfortunately, most of the public doesn't understand that 
one person producing more, by working longer or harder, 
or by using labor saving methods and machinery, does not 
take away work from anyone else. It raises our standard of 
living and helps create jobs! But this misunderstanding has 
been the source of 1:mtold human misery, especially the 
cruelties committed to restrict immigration to "preserve 
American jobs." 

If the trend of the sixties and seventies shows anything, it is that 
there will probably be even more people on welfare in the future. 
One of the reasons is that machines are replacing unskilled labor. 
Years ago. it took several men hours to dig a ditch that one man 
using a machine can now do in minutes. Although this frees 
people to do other kinds of work, it is only good if there are other 
kinds of work to do. 

Walter Dean Meyers, 1976 
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were supposedly written to correct) turn out to be fairy 
tales. Typically, the companies were convicted of giving 
consumers too much service and not charging enough! 
Their "crime" was that they offered consumers a better 
deal than their competitors offered. The perversion of 
justice was so great that not only were the laws unjust, but 
those punished were not even guilty of breaking them! 

Antitrust laws have been used, from the beginning, to protect 
inefficient companies from their mistakes and to penalize their more 
successful competitors, usually at the expense of consumers. 

Michael McMenamin, 1982 
It was not inevitable that (Alcoa) should always anticipate increases 
in the demand for ingot and be prepared to supply them. Nothing 
compelled it to keep doubling and re-doubling its capacity before 
others entered the field ... (and) progressively to embrace each new 
opportunity as it opened, and to face every new-comer with new 
capacity already geared into a great organization, having the 
advantage of experience, trade connections, and the elite of 
personnel. 

From Second Circuit Court of Appeals decision 
finding Alcoa Aluminum guilty of "monopoly," 1945 

The 1978 order, which a federal appeals court upheld last year, 
barred Borden from pricing its ReaLemon reconstituted lemon juice 
at "unreasonably" low levels. 

The Wall Street Journal, March 2, 1983 
While many people have the impression that "antitrust" 

laws are to protect the public, that is not what the laws 
say, nor how they are interpreted by courts. These political 
laws allegedly "protect competition." 

The word competition is defined by bureaucrats and 
judges according to their personal biases, their personal 
opinion of the particular company, and political consider
ations. In general, however, they define "competition" as a 
situation where the least efficient competitors don't feel any 
economic pressure to serve the public better. The objec
tive is to protect poor competitors, not competition, and 
especially not the public. 

The fact that it has never been shown that the public 
has been harmed by violations of antitrust laws, is not a 
legal defense. Testimony about the effect on the public is 
not even permitted. For example, study of court trials 
reveals a consistent failure of competitors to fix prices 
above the natural market level, no matter how hard they 
tried. Yet people have been put in prison for price 
discussions that resulted in no actions, and had no effect 
on prices. The political crime was defying politicians by 
exercising freedom of speech. 

Six companies and six executives were indicted by a federal grand 
jury Friday on charges of conspiring to raise and fix the price of 
copper wter tubing.... In Reading. Howard Klein, vice president of 
Reading Industries, said the current firm of that name is not involved. 
"We acquired the old firm which had gone bankrupt and the 
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trying to stamp out monopolies. Examples are the post 
office, "public" schools, roads, banks, utilities and licensed 
or regulated occupations, such as real estate brokers, bar
bers, peanut farmers, ticket takers, fur breeders, boxing 
announcers, bedding retailers, truckers, apple growers, 
radio and television broadcasters, landscape architects, 
business opportunities publishers, occupational therapy as
sistants, insurance companies, lawyers, physicians and fer
tilizer distributors. 

Because of government, they are able to restrict compe
tition and charge you more for worse service than they 
could on the free market. Licenses mean that you have to 
have permission from the government to earn a living! 
Consumers lose their right to choose. Government monop
olies also reduce the economic penalty for irrational dis
crimination in employment. 

All government monopoly grants, including grants to 
government-owned business, and occupational licensing 
and regulation, should be abolished, as they are unjust and 
can only harm the public. The only law required is the 
natural law against the initiation of force and fraud. 

The sole source of the monopoly power, and of the problem, is the 
state. Yet it is the very state that most of the critics of business 
(and supporters of antitrust) would expand and enlarge to suit their 
particular vision of the good society. Knowingly or unknowingly, the 
critics of big business would enhance the very institution, and the 
very relationships that are at the root of the social problem they 
claim to abhor. 

Dominick T. Armentano, 1972 
It is far from clear that (licensing laws) actually bar the unqualified 
(from practicing) and it is even less clear that they bar only the 
unqualified. Nor do they offer much protection against intentional 
and negligent misconduct on the part of those already licensed, 
arguably a much greater and more immediate evil than practice by 
the inexpert. 

The New York State Bar Association, 1982 
Six months after Colorado became the first state to deregulate the 
funeral business, Bruce Douglas, head of the state's licensing 
division, says he's amazed how smoothly the transition has gone. 
"We haven't heard any horror stories," says Mr. Douglas. who admits 
to being prepared for the worst.... anyone, regardless of education, 
professional training and background. can open a funeral practice in 
the state. Established morticians, worried about shysters, have set 
up their own certification. "We've had a few complaints about firms 
going down the street, soliciting business. That's about all," says 
Gerry M. Montgomery, secretary-treasurer of the state funeral 
director's association. 

The Wall Street Journal. December 28, 1982 
Steve Bumpus, Chino, entered a plea of no contest in Kern County 
We.st Municipal Court to charges of buying and selling hay without a 
license. The action was brought against Bumpus by the State 
Department of Food and Agriculture. Under the Produce Dealers 
Act. which is enforced by the department's Bureau of Market 
Enforcement. anyone who purchases. handles. or solicits farm 
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In every case, the people being regulated, and the 
bureaucrats who do the regulation, are the main, if not 
only, source of support for continuing regulation. And 
there is a crowd of hired lobbyists at every legislature 
demanding that their clients be licensed and regulated "to 
protect the public." What does all this say about whose 
interests are being protected at whose expense? 

While the government postal service monopoly is now 
supported by its employee unions and by rural customers 
who receive subsidized service, it originated because of the 
desire of government to spy on its citizens. And this is still 
an important reason, along with the power of censoring 
communications by refusing to deliver what the government 
doesn't approve, and refusing to deliver any mail to those 
who mail unapproved material. 

The origin of and support for government provision of 
roads and schools is similar. Because of their importance, 
they will be dealt with in detail later. 

Every one of these services (except spying and cen
soring) is being provided somewhere by competitive private 
organizations, better and at lower cost. And they were 
being provided competitively before they received a gov
ernment monopoly grant. Government never starts any
thing useful; it only exploits what individuals have created. 
Monopolies are not "natural," they are imposed by force. 

As for the argument that monopolies are necessary to 
ensure supply, why should the free market fail to provide 
essential services, when the present hampered market sup
plies less essential services in abundance? And it would 
seem that security of supply would be enhanced by having 
more suppliers as backup for interruptions. 

The real reasons and the excuses for business and oc
cupational licensing and regulation were discussed in the 
chapter on regulation. It generally is alleged that the 
public needs to be protected from the bad effects of too 
much competition. 

Not only is this idea illogical, but there is simply no 
objective evidence that licensing and regulation have pro
vided any public benefits that are not greatly exceeded by 
the cost. Why would anyone but the monopolists benefit 
by restricting production and the number of competitors? 
Next time you hear someone advocating licensing and reg
ulation, ask for facts to prove that government can im• 
prove the situation, instead of theories and anecdotes. 
There are no facts, and regulation never eliminated any 
problems. 

Socialists like to talk about how important a service is, 
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implying that the choice is between having the service 
provided (or controlled) by government, or doing without. 
But if the service is truly valuable, the free market will 
provide it. The choice is not between government-con
trolled monopolies and nothing, but between monopolies 
and better, less costly providers of service. 

Space does not permit detailing all the examples which 
prove that government owned utility monopolies and gov
ernment monopoly utility "franchises" are unnecessary and 
harmful, but the reasons can be outlined. 

You Don't Get What You Want 
It seems like an attractive idea that if we all were forced 

to buy the same products in the same sizes at one central 
store, they could be purchased more cheaply. 

The obvious problem is that we all want different sizes, 
colors, features and convenience. Some people are willing 
to pay for more quality and service than are others. If we 
had no choice, almost everyone would be dissatisfied and 
it would be a drab world. A blue sweater is not the same 
product as a red sweater, especially if you love red and 
hate blue. And that's why they make chocolate and vanilla. 

The same principle applies to services. Why is there 
more than one radio or TV station? If there were only one 
station, we could get rid of all the trashy programs, and we 
would have only good programs which would improve 
society! Think of the savings from not duplicating expen
sive transmitting facilities! Believe it or not, there are 
people who actually think that this is a good argument for 
radio or TV monopolies. They, of course, plan to b e  the 
ones to select the programs. 

Progress Delayed 
An equally serious, but less obvious problem is that 

freezing product designs also freezes progress. Zippers 
would never have been developed if clothing had been 
"standardized" with buttons. 

Of course the government could always change stan
dards when new developments came along. But how 
would government decide which new developments are 
good and wanted by people, and which were bad ideas? 
By political influence? And would there be any new 
developments under such uncertain conditions? 

The bureaucrats who decide what improvements to allow 
government monopolies to make risk nothing personally by 
disapproval. They gain little by authorizing good improve
ments. But if they approve a new development that turns 
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or microwave to satellites, thus eliminating telephone lines. 
It is always a mistake to anticipate the effects of liberty 

by assuming that nothing else will change. Only one thing 
is certain, and that is that whatever system develops in a 
free market will be the most efficient and satisfying to 
consumers. 

Free Roads! 
Roads deserve special mention because most people 

would consider roads to be a natural monopoly function of 
government, and they have difficulty imagining private 
ownership. As with education, government control of roads 
is not merely unjust, but also greatly increases govern
ment's power to violate other human rights. 

There is no good reason why most roads and streets 
should be owned by government, and a lot of good reasons 
why they should not be, and why they should instead be 
owned by individuals or groups of individuals. Government 
took over the road business because of its importance for 
war, control of the population and economic development, 
and the huge patronage involved--not in order to benefit 
the public. 

In this case, government maintains its monopoly control 
by forcing everyone to pay for roads and then offering 
"free" use for a small additional payment. However, the 
tens of thousands of miles of roads and streets con
structed, owned and maintained by business, associations 
and individuals clearly demonstrates that there is no need 
for government to provide this service. Even government 
roads are built by private companies for private benefit. 
Government's only role has been financing and control at 
our expense. 

A magnificent high road cannot be made through a desert country 
where there is little or no commerce. or merely because it happens 
to lead to the country villa of the intendant of the province, or to 
that of some great lord.... A great bridge cannot be thrown over a 
river at a place where nobody passes, or merely to embellish the 
view from the windows of a neighboring palace, things which 
sometimes happen, in countries where works of this kind are carried 
on by any other revenue than that which they themselves are 
capable of affording. 

Adam Smith, 1776 
The ability to tax may shield the government-operated road system 
from a formal declaration of bankruptcy. Raising taxes to preserve 
the solvency of operation can obscure, but it does not 9ure. the 
consequences of bad investment decisions. On the contrary, the 
power to tax is apt to perpetuate erroneous investment decisions 
because the message of the market can be so easily ignored. 

John Semmens 
Much of the history of American transportation is the history of 
private enterprise. including most of the turnpikes of the nineteenth 
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* * * * * * * 
Of all the tyrannies on human kind, 
The worst is that which persecutes the mind. 

John Dryden. 1687 * * * * * * * * 
We are self owners. That means that we each own our 

bodies, including our minds. When others initiate force to 
control our minds, or to deprive us of the fruit of our 
mental labor, our rights are violated. 

Mental slavery is as unjust as physical slavery. Indeed, it 
is morally an even greater crime, for we are our minds. To 
control our minds is to murder our individuality--all that 
makes us uniquely us. 

Fortunately, even with fiendish modern techniques, 100% 
mental slavery, like 100% physical slavery, is impossible or 
at least impractical. But partial mental slavery is widely 
practiced. 

Most people would agree that it is unjust to use force 
such as torture, intense "brainwashing" or mind altering 
drugs to condition, and to make us reveal, our thoughts. 
Unfortunately, there is probably also a majority who would 
make an exception if it was done by government for "na
tional security" purposes. 

Also unfortunately, most people see nothing wrong with 
partial mental slavery imposed by milder or less obvious 
forms of force. Somehow, government censorship, regu
lation of information and the means of communication, 
control of education, spying, invasion of privacy, forcing us 
to provide detailed personal information on tax and census 
forms, etc., are viewed as justified for the "common good." 

Like physical labor (only more so), government considers 
our thoughts and mental labor to be our property only 
when it suits the purposes of government to permit it. The 
ways in which government aggresses against our minds 
(often without our being aware) are too numerous--and too 
rapidly increasing--even to list, much less properly discuss. 

In this chapter, we will consider only two aspects of 
thought control--the government monopoly of education, 
and the government-granted monopolies in ideas. The 
latter section will include a discussion of our natural rights 
to ownership of intellectual property and of privacy, and 
how those rights would be maintained in a free market. 

238 
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Part I: The Education Monopoly 
A general State education is a mere contrivance for moulding people 
to be exactly alike one another; and as the mould in which it casts 
them is that which pleases the predominant power in the govern
ment, whether this be a monarch, a priesthood, an aristocracy, or 
the majority of the existing generation; in proportion as it is efficient 
and successful, it establishes a despotism over the mind, leading by 
a natural tendency to  one over the body. 

John Stuart Mill, 1859 
Make me the master of education, and I will undertake to change the 
world. 

Baron Gottfried von Leibnitz, 1646 - 1716 
Riddle of the year: How is a public school like the U.S. Post Office? 
Answer: It's inefficient, it costs more each year than the last. it is a 
perpetual subject of complaint about which nothing is ever done. It 
is, in short. a typical government monopoly. 

David Friedman, 1973 
The most outrageous and most harmful government 

monopoly is that of schools. It is important to understand 
why this is true because of all government monopolies, this 
one probably enjoys the greatest public acceptance. 

It violates human rights because people are forced, by 
threat of violence, including threat of seizure of their 
homes and eviction into the street, to pay for a "service," 
whether or not they want it or can even use it. 

But much worse, people are forced to use the "service," 
to turn over their children to the state. Even if parents can 
afford to pay twice so their children can attend private 
schools, the state still dictates what and how they are 
taught, and usually controls the choice of teachers. 

Parents are refused permission to educate their own 
children at home, or are strongly discouraged by bureau
cratic harassment. Even if they succeed in obtaining per
mission, they are forced to closely follow the state-man
dated curriculum.  In 1979 John Singer was shot to death
(in the back) by police for teaching his children at home 
instead of sending them to a government school of 
which he disapproved. 

For the "crime" of becoming six years old, every child is 
sentenced to ten to twelve years of involuntary servitude 
and subjected to forced state indoctrination, 

Behind compulsory education is the belief that children 
are the property of the state. While there is a little logic in 
the conventional view of children as property of their par
ents, and much more logic in favor of considering children 
as self-owners protected by their parents' trusteeship, there 
is no justification whatever for (and much danger in) the 
idea that children are the property of the state. 

However, the greatest evil of government control of edu
cation is that it has become government's primary instru-
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So if there were a "right" to be provided certain infor• 
mation and experiences, how can it be determined which 
are to be included? Will an expert decide? Who decides 
who is the expert? 

The Right Education 
Our ideas about education are largely determine d  by 

intellectuals who enjoy learning from books, and who have 
benefitted from academic studies. They naturally tend to 
feel that what was good for  them is good for everybody. 
And perhaps they feel guilt that not everyone has had the 
same education they have had. 

But not everyone has the same aptitudes for intellectual 
studies, nor the same desire. Many will be far happier and 
more successful with vocational training and employment at 
a much earlier age. 

A human right must be universal and unchanging, the 
same for all humans everywhere. Yet the child of a jungle 
tribe would find that learning about hunting wild animals 
and identifying plants that are good to eat is necessary, 
and that computer instruction is useless. But the city child 
would find the reverse. And training in computer use 
would have been impossible 50 years ago, and might be 
useless 50 years from now. 

How can anything so changeable and arbitrary be 
called a right? And why are we compelled to exercise this 
"right?" It's certainly a funny kind of "right." 

Looked at logically, the "right to education" amounts to 
claiming that some people should have the power to 
impose their own ideas about, and their costs for, edu
cation on others by force. 

Obligation Of Parents For Education 
At the most, a moral case might be made that children 

have a right to, and parents a duty to provide, information 
and experiences that children need to become indepen
dent. 

But this program is vastly different from state mandated 
schooling. Such an education could be acquired by any 
child who is not confined in a room, and is permitted 
normal human experiences. 

The question is not: Is formal schooling desirable? Rath
er, it is: Is formal schooling so essential that children can
not become independent adults without it? If it is not 
essential, but only desirable, then formal schooling could 
hardly be considered a right, even if parents have a moral 
obligation to train their children for independence. 
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While highly useful, even learning to read is not essential 
to self support. In America today there are millions of 
people, products of the government "education" system, 
and immigrants who don't even speak English, who get 
along fine despite functional illiteracy. Some are even 
wealthy. They employ people who can read and do 
arithmetic, and they can sign big checks with an X. 

Even if reading, writing and arithmetic were so essential 
to survival that parents would be guilty of child abuse if 
their children were not given training for these skills, this 
would amount to only a tiny fraction of the schooling that is 
now compulsory. There would be very few parents who 
could not teach these skills, or afford to have them taught, 
so children could become independent. 

People can be taught, in just a few months, marketable 
skills that could enable them to be self-supporting--for 
example, welding, plumbing, carpentry, baking, masonry or 
computer programming. Why is 12 years essential? 

So, massive government interference could not possibly 
be justified by necessity. By any reasonable standard, very 
little of what goes on in "public" schools can be con
sidered essential. Desirable, perhaps, but not essential. 

Classrooms were decorated and Indian vests and headbands, pilgrim 
hats and collars and placemats were designed and created by the 
students The highlight of this history lesson was the cooking and 
eating of the food from the original recipes of the first Thanksgiving. 

School News, Pittsford, N.Y., November/December, 1982 
After the lost income and expense of schooling are de

ducted, there is not a large effect on average lifetime 
earnings. If the data could somehow be adjusted to 
compare people with equal talent and motivation, lengthy 
schooling might well turn out to cause a financial loss. 
The main advantage of schooling probably is to improve 
the quality of life, including qualifying one for "prestige" 
employment that is more interesting and which involves 
less physical labor or less dealing with customers. 

Attendance in schools may increase (or decrease) a 
child's future income and enjoyment of life. But if parents 
did have a moral obligation to pay for their children's 
schooling to improve their chances of success, why not an 
obligation to send them to costly university preparatory 
schools where they will have the best teachers and an 
opportunity to become friends with wealthy children? And 
why not private tutors, extensive foreign travel anct special 
lessons in every potentially useful subject imaginable. It's 
just tough if this bankrupts the parents, after all. children 
have a "right!" 

Obviously, there is something wrong here. But once we 
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interests. For the many who are not suited for, or in
terested in, academic studies, there would be vocational 
programs, including music and the arts, offering practical 
training and experience. 

However, those who don't want to go to school should 
not be forced to by law or by parents. Forced attendance 
will produce only alienated children, and a waste of re
sources. Children who are forced, against their will, to 
attend, do little in school except get older. Many children 
would be much happier and a greater benefit to society if 
they were permitted to learn a trade and earn their living at 
a much earlier age. If they later find that they need more 
formal education to qualify them for a desired career, or for 
personal enjoyment, their educational investment will be 
rewarding because they want to learn. 

Customers, Yes; Inmates, No! 
Government schools, from grade school through uni

versity, are not managed in order to satisfy their customers. 
They are run primarily for the benefit of government, the 
institution, the staff and politically influential special inter
ests such as business, which wants the taxpayers to sub
sidize the training of its employees, and labor unions, 
which want to keep youths in school rather than in the 
labor market competing for members' jobs. (It should be 
noted that paying taxes for employee training in "public" 
schools is a bad bargain for business. And the economic 
inefficiency of compulsory "public" education actively 
works to lower the real wages of union members.) 

An inherent characteristic of any bureaucratic enterprise is that its 
primary purpose is to provide employment for bureaucrats and by 
this standard the public school system is a magnificent success 
though its performance is a disgrace. 

William Vandersteel, 1983 
To a lesser extent, a similar situation exists at private 

non-profit schools controlled by trustees, which are run for 
the benefit of the institution, its staff, and the alumni, 
foundations and government agencies which subsidize its 
operation. 

Government and private schools which do not obtain 
their revenues from their student-customers are not subject 
to the discipline of the market. The result is the arrogant 
and high-handed way in which students are typically treat
ed, and their needs, desires and human dignity ignored. 

Why No Progress? 
Another result of government interference in education is 

the bias against innovation in educational methods and 
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If government interference were completely eliminated, it 
seems probable that innovation would dramatically improve 
the performance of the better private schools and reduce 
the cost to no more than 20%. of the cost of government 
schools today. 

This means that it would cost parents, even the poor, 
less to provide their children with a much better education, 
than they now pay in direct and hidden taxes. And people 
without children in schools would pay nothing. With the 
cost of education at all levels soaring out of sight, "pri
vatization'' seems well worth considering for financial rea
sons alone. 

With cheaper, more effective and more customer-orient• 
ed education, the market for useful education would ex
pand, benefitting everyone. 

And there are other financial benefits. Because schools 
are financed largely by property taxes, local governments 
have used zoning to enforce wasteful use of land and 
expensive building practices, making housing too expen• 
sive for the poor. The prime objective of residential zoning 
is to make sure that property taxes exceed the cost of 
educating the children that occupy the property. This has 
unjustly confined the poor to urban ghettoes. 

This concentration of the poor, coupled with a political 
school system, has resulted in severe educational discrim
ination against the poor and minorities, and worked to 
perpetuate their poverty. Zoning to reduce school taxes 
has also greatly increased the housing cost for everyone, 
and discouraged home improvements, new housing and the 
construction industry generally. 

Teaching and Testing 
One of the main factors which has led to overemphasis 

on schooling has been the power of schools to issue 
grades and diplomas. People in search of security have 
looked to these as guarantees of permanent higher status, 
which, once achieved, would protect them from the need to 
compete for the rest of their lives. With a few exceptions, 
such as in academic, government, and other bureaucratic 
institutions, it doesn't work, but it's a pleasant dream. 

Employers reinforce this idea by using grades and 
diplomas as grades for initial hiring to indicate intelligence 
and motivation. Customers, however, care about only the 
service they receive, not the academic credentials of those 
who provide it. So, generally, academic achievements are 
of long term value only to the extent that they actually 
improve performance. 
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In a free market, strong competition to hire workers 
would cause employers to emphasize qualifications re
quired by the job, rather than academic credentials, when 
selecting employees. Where the training is not directly job
related, diplomas and grades will be much less important 
for employment. And much more job training will be 
provided by employers. 

If students wish to have their educational progress cer
tified, a much better system would be testing of student 
knowledge and performance by independent companies. It 
would be a far more reliable measure of achievement, and 
permit consumers of educational services to better judge 
the quality of their services. "Grades" would not be 
subject to personal bias. It could make possible the 
evaluation of schools in comparison with others, and com
parisons between teachers. Competition would stimulate 
improvements. 

With independent testing and certification, teachers 
would be, and be seen as, the helpers and allies of 
students, rather than as arbitrary authoritarians ruling by 
threats of poor grades or no diploma. There would be a 
revolutionary improvement in student-teacher relations 
when someone else plays the heavy. 

Testing by teachers would be for only the purpose of 
aiding the student and teacher. The student is aided by 
practicing what has been studied, and both have a guide 
as to subject matter which needs further work. Grades are 
unessential and counterproductive for these purposes. 

Not everyone would be pleased if teachers could no 
longer be petty tyrants. Some people believe that it is 
important to learn to "respect authority." However, there 
are different kinds of authority. There is unjust authority 
imposed by force, which everyone should learn how to 
resist, rather than respect. 

Real authority is earned. It is authority because it is 
respected, not the other way around. There is also 
authority by agreement, where someone contracts to labor 
or behave according to the directions of the other party to 
the trade, or someone agrees to use another's property 
subject to the other person's conditions. For Libertarians 
the only authority which is just and desirable, is based on 
respect or agreement. 

There already is a trend toward standardized testing in 
government schools. This makes test results more com
parable, but allows government to control even more tightly 
what is taught. Teachers will, of course, teach their stu
dents to pass by giving the government-approved "correct" 
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answers on tests. Independent testing by companies spe
cializing in testing, whose fortunes depend on their repu
tations, would be more objective and less dangerous to 
liberty. 

At present, teachers are not financially rewarded accord
ing to how effectively they teach and how much their 
students benefit. Rather, salaries are determined by de
grees, by seniority and by office politics. College teachers 
are also rewarded for publications which bring glory to 
their institution. None of these, of course, necessarily has 
anything to do with teaching effectiveness. 

If there were competition between schools to hire and 
keep the best teachers, and they were paid for results and 
had freedom to innovate, the benefit to society would be 
enormous. 

And In Conclusion 
To summarize, government interference in education is 

unjust. There is no possible excuse for forcing children to 
attend government schools, or for forcing anyone to pay 
for government schools. The political indoctrination in 
government schools is a terrible threat to liberty. 

These are reasons enough to condemn compulsory gov
ernment schooling financed by taxes. But it also seriously 
harms education, blocks educational progress, wastes 
enormous resources and creates class and special interest 
warfare. How can anyone seriously believe that politicizing 
and bureaucratizing schools improves education? 

The only solution is to abolish government interference 
in education, including all financial support. Both as a 
strategy to accomplish this desirable goal, and to smooth 
the transition, most Libertarians favor a program such as 
tax credits for school tuition, to build a strong private 
school system first. The question is not how we could 
have education without government, but rather, how much 
better education could be without government. 

Part II: Idea Monopolies 
All that is comes from the mind, it is based on the mind. it is 
fashioned by the mind. 

Suttapitaka Dhammapada 1 :1, ca. 500 - 250 B.C. 
It is tolerably self-evident that no violation of the law of equal 
freedom is committed in the acquisition of !<nowledge--that 
knowledge. at least, which is open to all. A man may read, hear. 
and obServe to as great an extent as he pleases, without in the least 
diminishing the liberty of others to do the like--in fact without 
affecting the condition of others in any way. It is clear too, that the 
knowledge thus obtained may be digested, reorganized, or combined 
afresh. and new knowledge educed from it by its possessor, without 
the rights of his fellows being thereby trespassed upon. And it is 
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further manifest that the moral law permits a man who has by his 
intellectual labor obtained such new knowledge to keep it for his own 
exclusive use, or claim it as his private property.... He abridges no 
one's liberty of action. Every other person retains as much scope 
for thought and deed as before. And each is free to acquire the 
same facts--to elaborate from them, if he can, the same new ideas-
and in a similar manner employ those new ideas for his private 
advantage. Seeing, therefore, that a man may claim the exclusive 
use of his original ideas without overstepping the boundaries of equal 
freedom, it follows that he has a right so to claim them; or, in other 
words, such ideas are his property. 

Herbert Spencer, 1850 
Patents, Design Patents, Copyrights, Trademarks, Trade

names, Service Marks and Trade Secrets are all legal terms 
for government-granted monopolies on ideas. Political laws 
define which ideas are eligible for government monopoly 
protection, and the limits of the protection. In some cases, 
government even decides the prices at which ideas can be 
sold. Taxpayers are forced to pay for the bureaucracy and 
courts required to administer and enforce these political 
laws. 

Forcing taxpayers to pay is clearly unjust, and in a free 
market there would be no government-granted monopolies. 
But are these monopolies themselves unjust and harmful? 
The answer is that some aspects are, and some aren't. 

Because we own our bodies, what we produce with the 
labor of our bodies is also our property. Ideas, which are 
the products of mental labor, are the property of the pro
ducers, just as the material products of physical labor be
long to their producers. 

Music, literature, art, designs, inventions, etc., are no 
less the property of their creators than a table is the 
property of the person who built it. And just as owners of 
physical property have a right to a "monopoly" on its use 
and sale, so do owners of intellectual property. 

Nor are there wanting philanthropic and even thinking men who 
consider that the valuable ideas originated by individuals--ideas which 
may be of great national advantage--should be taken out of private 
hands and thrown open to the public at large. "And pray, 
gentlemen." an inventor might fairly reply, "why may I not make the 
same proposal respecting your goods and chattels, your clothing, 
your houses, your railway shares, and your money in the funds? ff 
you are right in the interpretation you give to the term 'monopoly' I 
do not see why that term should not be applied to the coats upon 
your backs and the provisions on your dinner tables.... The same 
perseverance, patience, thought and toil which enabled you to make 
a fortune have enabled me to complete my invention. Like your 
wealth, it represents so much accumulated labor; and I am living on 
the profits it produces me, just as you are living upon the interest of 
your invested savings." 

Herbert Spencer. 1850 
When an idea is embodied in a physical object such as a 
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arguments will not be discussed here, except to observe 
that the free market will provide what people really want. 

Free Market Ideas 
Now let us return to the question of how to protect 

ownership in ideas in a free market. 
The trade secret and copyright system now in use would 

probably be little changed in a free market. The main 
changes would be the elimination of the time limit for 
copyrights, and government interference in the pricing of 
royalties. Pricing would no longer be determined by po- 
litical influence. Owners of intellectual property would 
benefit from the better protection that freedom of contract 
would afford. 

American Cablevision, serving city cable subscribers, today dropped 
one out-of-town station, CFMT from Toronto, and replaced it with 
another Toronto station, CBFL T. The switch is a response to a 
ruling yesterday by the federal Copyright Royalty Tribunal which 
extended its imposition of larger copyright fees to multi-lingual 
specialty stations like CFMT. The Tribunal meets today to decide 
whether to uphold the tee increases it imposed last year that 
prompted American and the suburban Peoples Cable to drop such 
popular distant-signal stations as Atlanta's WTBS. Local cable 
operators expect that the Tribunal will uphold the increases, which 
were postponed until today by last-minute lobbying by cable com
panies at the end of last year's Congress. 

Times-Union, 1983 
Government would no longer register and grant monop

olies for tradenames, trademarks, etc. However, trade
names and other means of identifying the products and 
services of a producer, would, as at present, remain the 
intellectual property of the first user. Their use by others, 
including independent creators, would also be prohibited 
by the natural law against fraud if the use confused 
consumers about the identity of the producer of goods and 
services. 

Inventions and designs also would no longer be pro
tected by government monopoly grants. Ownership by all 
independent creators would be perpetual and protected the 
same way as copyrights and trade secrets. 

Secret Monopolies 
For the benefit of those who are still not convinced that 

people have a property right to the fruits of their mental 
labor, it can be noted that a free market system for 
protecting such property rights would have to depend only 
on freedom of contract and the non-aggression principle. 

Everyone has a right to keep knowledge secret, includ
ing knowledge of new ideas. No one can justly claim that 
their rights are violated by the refusal of another person to 
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in this complex modern age, and fear change. They would 
like to return to a simpler, static, more structured time. 

Typically, their ideal is something like medieval feudal
ism. They, of course, do not imagine themselves in that 
setting as an oppressed medieval serf living a "short, nasty, 
brutish" life, but rather as a privileged aristocrat. They 
pretend to care about the poor and unfortunate, but 
they try to stop and reverse economic growth, which 
would condemn the poor to perpetual poverty without 
hope, and would prevent progress in curing the sick and 
preventing disease. 

Their propaganda organizations are claimed to be non
political, just concerned with the "mega-crises" that threat
en the world, global or planetary "community." They want 
only to "discuss," and make people aware of these big 
picture problems. 

Many of the problems are real and serious, but symp
toms are confused with problems, the understanding of the 
causes is faulty, and the solutions are often unjust, and 
impractical or disastrous. Somehow the solutions always 
turn out to be something like world government (guess 
what kind!), central planning, "sharing" (forced redist
ribution?), and massive foreign aid for "third world" social
ist countries, financed by a drastic reduction in our living 
standard. 

They sometimes work with those in government, espe
cially the United Nations, international agencies, and "third 
world" governments, foundations (e.g., the Club of Rome), 
business and other special interests who seek power, fear 
competition, hope to personally profit by scaring people, or 
despise abundance and happiness for the masses. 

Almost all of the doomsayers are socialist sympathizers, 
although many do not consciously consider themselves 
socialists. Few will thank you for bringing the socialist 
pedigree of their ideas to their attention. Most will sin
cerely deny that they are spreading collectivist propaganda. 

Their ideas and goals are generally vague, confused and 
not logically consistent with each other, or with any po
litical philosophy. Their opinions, like those of most peo
ple, are not based on principles, but rather short-sighted 
self interest, emotions, misinformation, conventional wis
dom, peer pressure and misdirected compassion. 

However, their propaganda is strongly influenced by 
socialists, who try to use this "cause" to gain acceptance 
for their view of the world and their schemes to expand 
state power. Many of their "new ideas" are straight 
Marxism-Leninism, written before 1920. Socialists want to 
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use resources more efficiently than other animals because 
we were designed by nature to think. We may use tools to 
build dams, but we build them for our purposes, as 
beavers build for theirs. 

"Environmentalists" try to separate mankind from nature 
to gain acceptance for the idea of the environment as 
something desirable for itself without reference to human 
needs. They want to establish legal rights for that imagi
nary mental concept, "the environment," in order to violate 
real human rights. 

But the environment has no rights. There are no rights 
in nature for non-humans--only survival of the fittest. 
Rights apply only to relations between humans. Human 
rights exist because they benefit human life, which is the 
standard of morality. So the idea of granting "rights" to 
imaginary concepts or non-reasoning life or objects is 
sheer nonsense. 

A true environmentalist, therefore, will seek to obtain the 
optimum benefit from the environment for humans. In 
some cases, the effects that are not readily seen may be 
more harmful than the benefit of use, or a method of use, 
of a particular resource. The only way to discover the 
optimum use of the environment is through the free market. 

The price system shows which alternatives use the least 
resources. And effective conservation and control of pol
lution require respect for property rights. This is why one 
cannot be a true environmentalist without also being a 
Libertarian. 

The only ones who have the right to speak about wasting "our" 
resources are the owners themselves. Each owner will make use of 
his resources in the way he sees fit. He can be said to have wasted 
his resources only when he makes mistaken predictions, and the 
more resources he has the ability to acquire the less likely he is to 
be the kind of person who makes the wrong predictions. 

James Sadowsky, 1966 
Environmental damage occurs when someone is losing money. 

William Tucker, 1983 
This, however, does not mean paving over or polluting 

the planet. Humans need natural beauty and outdoor 
recreation. We need to protect ourselves, and species on 
which we depend, from pollution and other harmful living 
conditions. We need to avoid wasting material resources, 
including human labor. 

But we should do these things for our benefit, not 
"nature's" benefit. Is there such a thing as beauty if there 
is no human to behold it? And we must balance envi
ronmental protection against other human needs, such as 
food and shelter. We will do this "naturally" if our rights 
are not violated and government is prevented from dis-
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couraging beneficial conservation and from promoting pol
lution, environmental damage and waste of resources. 

The so-called environmentalists who wish to stop prog
ress like to say that we should cease our "conquest of 
nature" and instead "cooperate" with nature. This is 
meaningless. Life of any kind involves the "conquest" of 
nature to convert resources into forms useful for life. 
Nature is hostile to life until it is "conquered." (Apparently 
environmentalists never considered this.) Only dead people 
"cooperate" with nature by providing food for other life 
forms. 

We can choose to use natural resources for human 
benefit either more efficiently, less efficiently or the same 
as now. What kind of a person would want to prevent the 
conquest of hunger, pain and disease, and the other "nat
ural" sources of human suffering?

In fairness, it must be noted that most non-Libertarian 
"environmentalists" just repeat other people's slogans, 
probably without much thought about the justice of the 
means or the consequences. They are like the people who 
love steak, but abhor killing cows. Typically, "environ
mentalists" are affluent, without any experience with pov
erty that might help them appreciate the need for economic 
progress. 

Having reached a comfortable life style, they don't want 
any disturbing changes. Especially they don't want their 
scenic view ruined by housing for those who need shelter, 
or by buildings that offer employment to those who need 
jobs, or by the removal of wood or minerals to build them. 

They resent the market, which enables these "lower 
class" people to buy the resources they need if the 
"environmentalists" are unwilling to bid a higher price for 
their previously free scenic view. 

They see nothing wrong with using government force to 
rob others of the use of their land, so that the land is 
maintained for the benefit of the "environmentalists" rather 
than its owners. And they see nothing wrong with using 
government to force the poor and the sick to pay for their 
"free" scenic views and outdoor playgrounds which only 
the affluent and healthy "environmentalists" are able, and 
can afford, to enjoy. 

But of course they aren't being selfish. It's not for their 
pleasure that they want to rob others, it is for the benefit of 
"our environment!" Therefore, they believe, it's only "fair" 
that others should be forced to pay for their expensive 
tastes. 

Power of one man over another is parasitic rather than creative, for 
it means that the nature-conquerors are subjected to the direction of 





Chapter XV: Resources Of Liberty 277 

harmony rather than conquest. 
Mihajlo Mesarovic and Eduard Pestel, 1974 

A lot of people have been deceived, so we need to 
understand the doomsday argument. At first glance, it 
seems reasonable that we might run out of some re
sources. After all, there is just so much of anything, the 
average person is consuming more and more, and world 
population is growing. As the doomsayers frequently re
peat--the world is finite! 

We throw out a lot of stuff that could be recycled and 
used again. If things were made better, they would last 
longer and save raw materials. We could shift to renew
able resources to save those which are irreplaceable. 
Shouldn't people who are wasteful,  and who consume 
more than their fair share, be forced by government to 
change their ways, and to cut back and share their con
sumption, so there will be more for everyone else, and so 
we won't run out? 

What is wrong with this argument is everything! It is 
morally wrong because it involves the initiation of force to 
seize, prevent and waste the labor of producers. It hides 
this immorality by focussing on consumption and ignoring 
that, as self-owners, producers have a right to consume 
what they produce, and to produce what they wish. 

The economic purpose of such a program is to conserve 
resources by reducing consumption and therefore our stan
dard of living. So it should not be a surprise that that is 
exactly what it would do. When producers are punished 
for producing more, and partially enslaved for the benefit of 
others who don't produce as much, they will certainly pro
duce less. And we would all suffer, especially the poor . 

The quality of products and the recycling of waste is 
regulated by a free market for maximum satisfaction of 
human needs with minimum human labor. Thus govern
ment regulation to force us to waste labor in these areas 
would also lower our standard of living. 

To put the conservation argument in perspective,  pre
dicting catastrophe has been a favorite human pastime as 
far back as we have h.istory. According to one of the most 
popular alarmists, Thomas Malthus, billions of people who 
are alive today should have starved to death long ago. 

Population. when unchecked, increases in a geometric ratio. 
Subsistence increases only in an arithmetical ratio. 

Thomas Robert Malthus, 1798 
We cannot long continue our present rate of progress. 

W. Stanley Jevons, 1865 
We have Umber for less than 30 years ... coal for but 50 years. 

The Fight for Conservation 
by Gifford Pinchot, 1910 
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damage and waste of resources. Apparently nothing is too 
sacred to stand in the way of the glory and power of 
socialism. 

Necessity is the mother of invention. 
Richard Franck, 1658 

It is not the disease but the physician; it is the pernicious hand of 
government alone which can reduce a whole people to despair. 

Junius, 1770 

What's Really Scarce 
The only scarce resource which limits increasing our 

consumption and our standard of living for the foreseeable 
future is human talent, ingenuity and labor. What is im
portant to conserve is human capital. We have plenty of 
raw materials. The real problem is to improve the effi. 
ciency of production. Once again, the solution is liberty. 
To progress, we must be free to think and experiment, and 
we must have the incentives of success and failure, and a 
free market to guide us. 

Because we do not know the truth we must leave all the avenues for 
its discovery open, and hence every individual must have perfect 
liberty to follow his own inclination and desire .... Not only does Liberty 
solve all of our sociological problems, but it is the only possible 
source for material advancement. 

Caude Riddle 
In the controlled society. only the creativity of the few at the top can 
be utilized and much of this creativity must be expended in 
maintaining control and fending off rivals. In the free society, the 
creativity of every man can be expressed--and surely by now we 
know that we cannot predict who will prove to be the most creative. 

Benjamin A. Rogge 
The evil is that individual spontaneity is hardly recognized by the 
common modes of thinking as having any 'intrinsic worth, or 
deserving any regard on its own account. The majority being 
satisfied with the ways of mankind as they now are (for it is they 
who make them what they are) cannot comprehend why those ways 
should not be good enough for everybody; and what is more. 
spontaneity forms no part of the ideal of the majority of moral and 
social reformers, but is rather looked on with jealousy, as a 
troublesome and perhaps rebellious obstruction to the general 
acceptance of what these reformers in their own judgement, think 
would be best for mankind. 

John Stuart Mill, 1859 
The authority of the European rulers was based on the idea of a 
static universe. To accept the newfangled notion that the earth spins 
in space would be to admit the possibility of energy. change and 
progress. Such heretical doctrine had to be suppressed. That is
why Roger Bacon, the 13th Century "father of modern science," 
spent much of his lite in jail. That is why the discreet friends of 
Copernicus published his discoveries as mere "mathematical 
abstractions." That is why the less discreet. the more outspoken. 
the downright rambunctious Galileo fell into the hands of the 
Inquisitors and escaped torture only by retracting his statements. 

Henry Grady Weaver, 1947 
Despite government piling up obstacles, when faced with 
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government, technological progress has been accelerating 
rather than declining. 

What If They Won't Trade With Us? 
Those who believe that government should control the 

economy because they fear suddenly running out of some 
vital resource, often also suffer from a related fear. They 
are afraid that other countries (or even people in nearby 
areas) will suddenly refuse to supply some vital resource. 

Most of this irrational fear of supplies being cut off is a 
result of misunderstanding how markets work. There are 
also those who are concerned (more logically) with the 
possibility that a hostile government may come to power, 
and refuse to trade with us. 

They all believe, of course, that the cure is for govern
ment to impose national self-sufficiency. (This is called 
autarky.) As we buy raw materials from abroad because 
they cost less than alternatives, this would raise our cost 
of living, and therefore substantially lower our standard of 
living. 

Using force to reduce our standard of living and to 
prevent us from trading with others is obviously unjust, but 
shouldn't something be done to protect ourselves against 
being cut off? 

The best way to answer this question is to look at it from 
the other direction. What if we suddenly stopped buying 
some raw material? The suppliers would suffer the loss of 
whatever we were trading for what they produce. Should 
they not be afraid of what we might do? 

Someone will doubtless answer, "Why would we do such 
a crazy thing? We need the raw materials they produce." 
But then, why would they cut themselves off from the 
products we produce that they need? Why should they sit 
on piles of some mineral they don't need? And they would 
have to sit on it to deny us, because if they sold it to 
someone else, we could buy it from their customer or their 
customer's previous supplies. 

Why would we or they want to harm the other at the 
expense of inflicting equal harm on ourselves? Even if they 
hate us, they don't hate themselves. One of the greatest 
things about the free market is that even bitter enemies 
find it in their self-interest to cooperate by trading. 

But suppose that despite the strong economic pressure, 
one of our big suppliers did decide to act irrationally by 
refusing to trade with anybody? The worst that could 
happen (and only for a very few materials) is that we would 
be inconvenienced and our standard of living might fall 
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subsidizing the cost of children with "free" education, and 
outright grants of money, and punishing those without 
children by higher taxes. 

Often, governments pursue conflicting policies which 
simultaneously attempt to increase and decrease popu
lation growth. Does this say something about the theory 
that government can plan our lives better than we can? 

Which government policy should Libertarians support? 
Neither, tor government has no moral right to do any of 
these things. Only the individuals involved have the right 
to decide whether or not to have children. Their decisions 
should be free of government interference, reward or pun
ishment. 

Parents, however, should be responsible for their de
cisions. They have no moral right to use government to 
force others to pay for their decisions by subsidizing their 
children. This leads to the sticky problem of aid for chil
dren whose parents cannot support them. The children, 
after all, are not responsible for their predicament. 

The Libertarian answer is that aid for such children must 
be voluntary charity. Few of us would be unwilling to help 
children who are suffering. But many might be unwilling to 
support also the parents (more than temporarily), and 
thereby subsidize irresponsibility. While there is a backlog 
of people wanting to adopt children, many people probably 
would not willingly support other people so they could 
enjoy children without paying the costs. 

So both moral and practical reasons lead to the con
clusion that parents who have children they cannot support 
(long term) are child abusers who have lost their rights of 
trusteeship over the children. Anyone willing to help the 
children and provide them with the necessities has a right 
to assume the trusteeship for the children (adoption). Ob
viously the solution should be subject to common law pro
cedures to safeguard everyone involved. 

But if everyone should be free to have as many children 
as they wish, what about the social and economic prob
lems that overpopulation will create? In the first place, it is 
not at all clear that there will be overpopulation, or that 
greater population will cause problems. 

It is people and their labor that is scarce, not land and 
resources to be developed. And if this situation ever 
changes, it will be far in the future and the right of our 
descendants to decide what to do. We certainly have no 
moral right to use force now to make their decisions for 
them about a problem that will probably never happen. 

There are a number of advantages to a larger population 
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which are often overlooked. The greater the population, 
the greater can be the division of labor, and therefore the 
greater our productivity. Larger population supports devel
opment of more inventions, more new medicines and 
treatments for disease, and makes economically possible 
new products needed by only a small percentage of the 
population, such as artificial kidneys. A larger population 
means more Einsteins and Beethovens. 

In a way, children are a capital investment. But just as 
we would not spend so much on tools to increase our 
future productivity as to leave ourselves impoverished and 
starving in the present, we also need to use judgment in 
regulating our reproduction. But this is a decision that 
should be made by the millions of individuals involved, 
according to their particular circumstances, not by gov
ernment. 

The overwhelming effect of government is to subsidize 
childbearing, and so promote a larger population than the 
public really desires. If there is a future problem, this will 
probably be the cause. 

Those who advocate government programs to reduce 
population like to note that rich countries have lower pop
ulation growth than poor countries. But this is to confuse 
cause and effect. People tend to have fewer children when 
they are prosperous. But this does not mean that having 
fewer children will necessarily make people more pros
perous. What creates prosperity is liberty. 

Socialists like to talk about the perils of population 
growth, which is alleged to threaten humanity with disaster 
and to be responsible for poverty. The purpose of this 
propaganda is to support an increase in political power, 
and to blame people for the problems caused by gov
ernment. 

There are certain areas of the world where overpop
ulation appears to be a problem. But the problem was 
created in the first place by government economic inter
ference which retarded progress and caused poverty. If 
governments permitted free trade, including. emigration and 
immigration of labor to where it was more in demand, and 
allowed capital to seek its best return, wherever that might 
be, the problem would disappear. 

We know that where poverty, disease, injustice. and misery abound. 
they exist solely because some people manage to regulate the 
personal and commercial lives of other people. 

Fred Stitt, 1982 

The Facts 
Doomsayers who advocate government programs and 
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other workers from competing with them, to force em
ployers to "bargain" with them, and to force unwilling em
ployees to pay dues and support strikes. These cor
porations and unions often cooperate to use government 
power to exclude competition from lower cost non-union 
employers. 

But all these gross abuses of power depend on the use 
of government force. They could be eliminated by (and 
only by) abolishing government power to interfere with the 
economy. Without force, there is only one source for 
economic power, for either corporations or individuals-· 
better satisfying consumers. 

Business and union support for various socialist pro
grams is not due to attacks of enlightened social con
sciousness, but rather can be completely explained by 
simple, if short-sighted, self-interest. 

Management people of large corporations and unions 
tend to be very bureaucratic. They often favor socialism 
because it would relieve them of the responsibility for 
satisfying those pesky union members,  customers and 
stockholders that upset their routine. And they see that 
being part of a government bureaucracy would mean little 
change except they would have "real power" rather than 
economic power. 

It is important not to lump all business together as 
unjustly profiting from government power. There are two 
conflicting classes, the exploiters of government power, 
and the victims, which are mostly small businesses. 

Many workers, and not the best, prefer to be paid by the day and 
not by the work completed. Many entrepreneurs, and not the best, 
prefer what they can hope to obtain from a socialist state to that 
which a free competitive system would award them. Under such a 
competitive system, entrepreneurs are the "officials" paid for the 
work completed; under a socialist organization, they would become 
"officials" paid by the day. 

Vilfredo Pareto, 1897 
The oppressor no longer acts directly by his own force on the 
oppressed. No, our conscience has become too fastidious for that. 
There are still, to be sure, the oppressor and his victim. but between 
them is placed an intermediary, the state. 

Frederic Bastiat, 1850 

It Depends On Your Viewpoint 
From the viewpoint of the consumer, employee and small 

stockholders, it may seem that they have no influence over 
corporations that can profoundly affect their lives. 

But there is another side. The corporate managers also 
feel "powerless." Employees in whom they have invested 
large amounts of money for training, can and do quit at the 
drop of a hat for a better offer elsewhere, or to use the 
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Corruption has infiltrated every aspect of Soviet life. University 
students must bribe professors to get passing grades, parents must 
bribe teachers to stop them from victimizing their children in school, 
judges and police must be bribed to ensure favorable judgements 
whether fair or unfair, doctors and nurses must be bribed for good 
and honest care, tribute must be paid to officials to gain respite from 
arbitrary power. Communism, which was to eliminate buying and 
selling, has succeeded in turning everything into a commodity-
grades, scholarships, justice, decent treatment--nothing can be had 
without being purchased. 

Paul Craig Roberts, 1983 
There are few ways in which a man can be more innocently 
employed than in getting money. 

Dr. Samuel Johnson, 1775 
Strangely, socialists advocate more government control 

of the economy as a way to give people more control over 
things that affect their lives. They wish to persuade us that 
politics is the "will of the people" and that the "imper
sonal'' market is not. 

But government power can be increased only at the 
expense of individual power. With a free market, everyone 
has at least some economic power. When government 
controls the economy, minorities--and often the great ma
jority--have no economic power at all. 

It is unfortunately none too well understood that. just as the State 
has no money of its own, so it has no power of its own. All the 
power it has is what society gives it, plus what it confiscates from 
time to time on one pretext or another; there is no other source 
from which State Power can be drawn. Therefore every assumption 
of State Power, whether by gilt or seizure, leaves society with so 
much Jess power; there is never, nor can be, any strengthening of 
State Power without a corresponding and roughly equivalent 
depletion of social power. 

Albert Jay Nock, 1935 
Statists accuse Libertarians of "letting the devil take the 

hindmost," implying that we don't care about the suffering 
of inefficient producers or the unfortunate. On the 
contrary, liberty produces the highest possible standard of 
living for all. The statist system of confiscating the fruits of 
people's labor and distributing them according to political 
power, is truly the law of the jungle. It harms everyone, 
especially those least able to defend themselves against 
government exploitation. * * * * * * * * 
To apply the principle of the "survival of the fittest" to both the jungle 
and the market is to ignore the basic question: Fitness for what? The 
"fit" in the jungle are those most adept at the exercise of brute force. 
The "fit" on the market are those most adept in the ser�ice of society. 

Murray Rothbard, 1970 * * * 
Competition under capitalism is of an entirely different character than 
competition in the animal kingdom. It is not a competition for scarce. 
nature-given means of subsistence. but a competition in the positive 
creation of new and additional wealth, from which all gain. 

George Reisman, 1981 * * * * * * * * 
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fed or starved. The food for a healthy economy is incentive, 
because incentive is what makes it worthwhile for people to be 
imaginative and enterprising, which will in turn cause the economy to 
expand. 

Jennifer Roback, 1981 
The socialist theory is that human nature is simply a 

product of the environment, and that human nature can be 
improved by social engineering. Therefore, self-appointed 
people who believe they know what is best have a right to 
use violence to impose their superior values on the ig
norant masses. For the masses' own good, of course. 

The strategy of Karl Marx (and other socialist theorists) 
for achieving goals was backwards, as well as unjust. He 
proposed imposing a "perfect" society by force, in the 
belief that the people living in it would be transformed into 
"perfect" people. 

But a social system imposed by force is not perfect--it is 
unjust. So, even if it were true that people's character was 
determined by their social environment, they would be 
conditioned to injustice and violence. The only way we 
can have a better society is for people voluntarily to first 
want to change. 

The socialist goal is to create a superior race of 
homogenized interchangeable equal people with no indi
vidual differences or aspirations, who desire only to work 
for the benefit of society, as defined by their saintly rulers. 
Self-interest is considered merely a bad habit to be elim
inated by scientific reprogramming. Thus there will be no 
need for incentives which can result in inequality. Society 
is to be remodeled along the line of bees in a beehive 
whose lives are dedicated to the queen bee. 

The selfishness and self-interest which have determined our struggle 
for survival, for identity and supremacy. can be superseded by 
selflessness, the sacrifice of self in the interest of the greater whole. 
The will to love and the will to serve the common good reflect the 
principle of co-operation which is the antithesis of competitive self
interest. 

World Goodwill Commentary, 1973 
The ideal as described by socialist theorists, starting in 

the fourth century B.C. with Shang Yang in China and 
Plato in Greece, is the suppression of all individuality. 

Plato described the ideal socialist state in his book The 
Republic. His state was to be controlled by and for the 
benefit of philosophers, who would rule the citizens with 
the aid of an army of "guardians" who would live in pov
erty. Every detail of the citizens' lives, including sex, was 
to be regulated by the philosophers to ensure that no one 
had anything different from everybody else. One's status 
was hereditary. 
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So the victim's decision to require and pay for pre-trial 
imprisonment would depend more on the probability of guilt 
and escape, rather than on the financial ability of the 
defendant to post bail. However, no defendant could be 
justly imprisoned, no matter how obvious the guilt, if he or 
she guaranteed payment of the claimed restitution. 

A payment guarantee might be in the form of an "es
crow" deposit with a third party who could be trusted to 
pay it to the victim if the defendant is found guilty, and to 
return it to the defendant if guilt is not proven. Or, the 
defendant might pay for insurance for the victim against 
the risk of the defendant escaping to avoid payment of 
restitution. If the defendant disappeared, the insurance 
company would pay any restitution due, and then go after 
the defendant to collect what was paid. 

In a Libertarian system of justice, the person who is a 
defendant in a civil or criminal trial could not be required 
to personally attend the trial. The trial could proceed 
without the defendant or even the defendant's attorney, if 
the defendant so chose after proper notification. 

Neither the defendant (as is presently the case) nor any 
witnesses could be compelled to testify against their will. It 
would be unjust to temporarily enslave someone by threat 
of punishment to obtain their testimony free of charge for 
someone else's benefit. Probably many witnesses would 
require compensation for their lost time and inconvenience, 
to be paid by the losing side of the trial. 

Most victims would probably have the restitution and 
costs covered by insurance. The insurance company 
would immediately pay all or most of the restitution to the 
victim and then try to collect from the criminal. 

If uninsured, the victim's claim could instead be sold to 
another person or company who would then try to collect 
the claim, costs, and a profit from the criminal. By selling 
the claim, the victim would be protected against claims for 
restitution for false prosecution unless the victim offered 
false testimony against the defendant. Risk of false pros
ecution could also be covered by insurance. 

In the same way, innocent defendants who are poor 
could have the cost of their legal defense paid by the 
purchaser of their claim for restitution for false prosecution. 
Even someone falsely convicted of a crime and impover
ished by payment of restitution, could be aided in the 
search for evidence proving innocence by those seeking to 
profit at the false accuser's expense. 
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Crime Won't Pay 
Because the loss to the victim and the victim's costs of 

collection will always be greater than the gain to the crim
inal, crime will not pay. Restitution means that the criminal 
will suffer in proportion to the crime, in contrast to the 
present system. Criminals will be discouraged from injuring 
victims because this would greatly increase restitution with
out gain to the criminal. Paying the victim's cost of col
lecting might be considered as punishment for trying to 
avoid making restitution. 

Catching the criminal and collecting would still be uncer
tain, but far less so, because the victim, or those who 
bought the claim, would be in control. At present, police 
and prosecutors often choose not to investigate or pros
ecute a crime (or to plea bargain). The victim has no 
recourse. Under restitution, only the victim, or the person 
or insurance company to whom the victim has assigned the 
claim, could agree to not prosecute or to a compromise 
settlement with the criminal. 

There would be competition among private agencies for 
business in solving crimes--competition which would spur 
efficiency and effectiveness. Such agencies would have an 
incentive not to accuse the innocent, because they would 
have to pay restitution. Detective agencies might work on 
the basis of getting paid only if they are successful. 

At present, police frequently kill, wound or injure sus
pected criminals, sometimes with questionable justification. 
Such actions would be substantially reduced in a Liber
tarian justice system. 

If an innocent suspect were harmed by a private de
tective, restitution would be owed by the detective to the 
suspect. If a criminal were unnecessarily harmed by a 
detective, the detective would owe restitution for the un
necessary harm. 

Just as happens now, very minor crimes might not justify 
risking much money to collect. If there is a reasonable 
chance of catching the criminal, the risk would be justified, 
because the criminal must pay this cost, even if it were out 
of proportion to the crime. Rewards would become almost 
standard. If the criminal couldn't escape detection, there 
would be a financial incentive to confess and pay up to 
save himself the high cost of being caught, plus interest. 
Also, an agency might buy the claims for a string of petty 
thefts by one criminal if the total is worthwhile. 

Because of the criminal's financial incentive to reduce 
the costs of prosecution, many criminal cases would be 
settled by negotiation or by inexpensive arbitration by a 
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third party. 
In a Libertarian society, most disputes, including differ

ences about the proper amount of restitution, would prob
ably be settled by professional arbitrators who would de
pend on their reputations for impartial justice to earn their 
living. Formal trials with judges, and perhaps juries, would 
be necessary only when the stakes are very high, when 
there are strong arguments for both sides, or tempers 
exceed financial prudence. 

Just as important as more frequent and more effective 
prosecution of minor crimes is that the Libertarian justice 
system would maintain the victim's right to decide how far 
to pursue the criminal. 

At present, government police and prosecutors generally 
cannot be bothered to investigate and prosecute crimes 
such as burglary, theft, embezzlement and vandalism, un
less there is a very large amount of money involved. If you 
have ever reported a theft to the police, you probably 
found that their only action was to file a report to help 
you collect insurance. 

A worse problem is that, all too frequently, government 
fails to seriously prosecute crimes committed by members 
of politically influential groups against unpopular minorities. 

More than 500 people marched through downtown Detroit yesterday 
in support of a citizens· group demanding the jailing of two men who 
were placed on probation in the beating death of a Chinese
American.... "Asian people who live here are citizens like anybody 
else," said Jim Sh1moura of the Japanese-American Citizens League. 

Associated Press, May 10, 1983 
In such cases, government prevents victims from ob

taining justice by monopolizing the criminal justice system. 
In theory, political laws permit lawsuits against criminals 

for damages. In practice, victims seldom sue because of 
the barriers created by political laws. 

For example, in America political laws do not permit 
victims to collect from criminals the costs of prosecution, 
such as legal and detective fees, or the costs of collecting 
restitution if there are problems in securing payment. Such 
unreimbursed costs may far exceed the value of the resti
tution. 

Interest on restitution does not start at the time of the 
crime, but rather the date of a court judgement. Because 
the lost interest and government-produced inflation reduce 
the value of the restitution, criminals use legal technalities 
to delay a court judgement, often for years. And the 
criminal may avoid payment by bankruptcy. 

Political law also does not permit the victim to use any 
effective means to compel the criminal to pay restitution. If 
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the criminal can properly be charged to the criminal. 
There is a big moral difference between the fear that 

something bad may happen, and the suffering inflicted 
when a criminal actually causes it to happen. If people 
were responsible tor causing fear, we could justify suing 
newspapers tor publishing details of horrible crimes or Hal
loween pranksters who frightened us. 

In any case, victim restitution would be generally far 
more severe "punishment" than at present. The present 
system actually works to protect the criminal from the vic
tim's just claim. Criminals now have only a small chance of 
being arrested for a particular crime, and only a small 
percentage of those arrested are actually convicted. Often, 
even after conviction, there is no punishment, or very light 
punishment compared to the crime. A system of restitution 
should be compared to this sorry record, not to some 
standard of perfection. 

Crimes Without Victims 
Not satisfied with being sole ruler over his own doings, the petty 
autocrat oversteps the boundary dividing his sphere of action from 
his neighbor's, and takes upon himself to direct his or her doings 
also. It matters not, In point of principle. whether such dominion is 
entire or partial. To whatever extent the will of the one is overborn 
by the will of the other, to that extent the parties are tyrant and 
stave. 

Herbert Spencer, 1850 
Changing to a system of victim restitution would have 

another major benefit. It would end the persecution of 
people for political crimes where there is no victim, and no 
one has initiated force. For example, people could no 
longer be arrested tor working without an occupational 
license, for failure to obtain a building permit, for failure to 
report one's income to tax authorities, or for failure to 
register for military conscription Attempting or aiding sui
cide would no longer be a "crime." 

Governments everywhere have taken control of the jus• 
tice system to gain its legitimacy for enforcement of politi
cal laws--laws which have nothing to do with real crime. 
All political laws which differ from natural moral law are 
unjust. The only victims are those who are persecuted in 
their name, and the only moral crime is enforcement of 
such laws. However, "victimless crime laws" are usually 
considered to be those political laws that regulate "vices." 

Vices are those acts by which a man harms himself or his property. 
Crimes are those acts by which a man harms the person or property 
of another. Vices are simply the errors which a man makes in his 
search alter his own happiness. In vices, the very essence of 
crime--that is. the design to injure the person or property of 
another--is wanting. 

Lysander Spooner, 1875 
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nally directed against Chinese-Americans. Prohibition of 
marijuana was originally directed against Mexican-Amer
icans. 

Persecution of unpopular minorities remains an impor
tant factor in the enforcement of prohibition of vices. But 
there are other factors. Political laws are supported by 
special interest groups who wish to use government force 
to advance their own interests at the expense of other 
groups and the public. So to understand the causes for 
unjust political laws, we need to consider who benefits. 

The obvious beneficiaries are those directly employed by 
the enforcement system, those for whom liberty would 
mean widespread temporary unemployment. This group 
includes police, prosecutors, judges, prison guards and 
businesses that supply them. This group would also lose 
substantial power and the profits of corruption. Defense 
lawyers would lose a large source of monopoly fees. The 
biggest losers, however, would be the criminals, who now 
enjoy an immensely profitable monopoly supplying services 
for which legal competition is prohibited. 

So the existence of these unjust political laws can be 
explained by motives of those economically benefitting and 
those who obtain a weird pleasure from inflicting punish
ment on those who are different. And we can understand 
why the harm of vices has been exaggerated. 

The ill effects of vices are not reasons for prohibition, 
but rather an excuse. That it is irrelevant can be seen by 
the fact that government does not prohibit activities such 
as skiing, which causes large numbers of serious injuries. 
And it is well known that the lure of forbidden fruit usually 
increases the vice that prohibition is aimed at suppressing. 

The real issue, the important issue, the Libertarian issue, 
is justice. Who has the right to decide? Clearly, as we 
own our bodies, we have the right to engage in any 
peaceful activity that we wish. None of us possesses the 
right to run our neighbors' lives, nor do they have any right 
to run ours. And we cannot delegate, to a group of 
people calling themselves government, a right that 
we do not possess in the first place. 

Nature has endowed each of us with self-control. Nature has not 
endowed us with control of others. 

Robert Le Fevre, 1982 
Why should my liberty be restricted by another man's conscience? 

I Corinthians 10:29 
We have a right to engage in any peaceful activity, even 

though others may sincerely believe that it harms us. It 
makes no difference what others may think, that others are 
offended, that busybodies are denied the pleasure of med-
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* * * * * * * 
No one is fit to be trusted with power.... No one.... Any man who has 
lived at all knows the follies and wickedness he's capable of. If he 
does not know it, he is not fit to govern others. And if he does know 
it. he knows also that neither he nor any man ought to be allowed to 
decide a single human fate. 

Sir Charles Percy Snow, 1961 * * * 
The former commander of Philadelphia's central police division and four 
other former officers were found guilty by a federal jury of extorting 
more than $125,000 from prostitutes, pimps, gamblers, bar owners and 
vending-machine distributors. Testimony in the trial indicated that many 
other police officers routinely took payoffs to protect illegal activities at 
hundreds of locations in the city.... Judge John P. Fullam suggested in 
court that the prosecution's case established "one single overall 
conspiracy by practically the entire Police Department." 

The Wall Street Journal, May 17, 1983 * * * 
The greater the number of laws and enactments. the more thieves and 
robbers there will be. 

Lao-Tzu, 604-531 B.C. * * * 
The science of justice is open to be learned by all men; and it is, in 
general, so simple and easy to be learned, that there is no need of, and 
no place for, any man, or body of men, to teach it, declare it, or 
command it on their own authority. 

Lysander Spooner, 1885 * * * * * * * * 
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provide an illusion of consent, to try to legitimize govern
ment. This is why politicians are so concerned about low 
voter turnout. However, not everyone is allowed to vote. 
Large numbers of non-citizens, people under a certain age, 
prisoners, transients, etc. may be excluded. 

Unfortunately, the American Revolutionists, and millions 
of people since, have confused democracy (republic) with 
liberty. But they are not the same. There is no such thing 
as a "free democratic country." A country can be free or 
democratic, but not both at the same time. 

The reason is that democracy means majority rule, and 
liberty means that no one is ruled. For Libertarians, the 
objective is not better rulers, but to eliminate rule. Democ
racy is at best only a step toward the goal of liberty. 

The fashionable concentration on democracy as the main value 
threatened is not without danger. It is largely responsible for the 
misleading and unfounded belief that, so long as the ultimate source 
of power is the will of the majority, the power cannot be arbitrary. 
The false assurance which many people derive from this belief is an 
important cause of the general unawareness of the dangers which 
we face. 

Friedrich A. Hayek, 1944
By no process can coercion be made equitable .... The rule of the 
many by the few we call tyranny; the rule of the few by the many is 
tyranny also .... "You shall do as we will, and not as you will," is in 
either case the declaration; and if the hundred make it to the ninety
nine, instead of the ninety-nine to the hundred, it is on only a 
fraction less immoral. 

Herbert Spencer, 1850 
I wish men to be free, as much from mobs as kings,--from you as
me. 

Lord Byron, 1788. 1824

Majority Rule? 
In practice, majority rule isn't even rule by the majority. 

Usually only around 20% of the population actually vote for 
a representative, who is opposed or unsupported by the 
other 80%. This 80% is not represented. Many of those 
who do vote for a representative are only voting against the 
worst candidate in self-defense. Probably no one agrees 
with all of a candidate's positions, and most positions are 
unknown. 

The one pervading evil of democracy is the tyranny of the majority, 
or rather of that party, not always the majority. that succeeds by 
force or fraud, in carrying elections. 

Lord Acton, 1907 
The will of the people, moreover. practically me�ns the will of the 
most numerous or the most active part of the people--the majority, or 
those who succeed in making themselves accepted as the majority; 
the people. consequently, may desire to oppress a part of their 
number. at1d precautions are as much needed against this as against 
any other abuse of power. The limitation therefore. of the power of 
government over individuals loses none of its importance when the 
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should consider how many government programs and laws 
would survive if the public were allowed to vote on the 
money to pay for each of them. 

Even if there were such a thing as majority rule, there is 
no more a "divine right" for majorities to rule, plunder and 
murder minorities, than there is for kings. In a private 
organization in which membership is voluntary, majority 
rule may be an efficient way to do business. But when all 
the people who live in a particular arbitrary area are 
forced to obey the majority, it is unjust, for no one has a 
right to enslave others. 

The theory which construes taxes on the analogy of club dues or of 
the purchases of, say, a doctor, only proves how far removed this 
part of the social sciences is from scientific habits of mind. 

Joseph Schumpeter, 1942 
Democracy and majority rule are not justifications for 

government, but rather excuses and a way to hide the ugly 
truth about power. They do not differ in principle, and 
sometimes do not differ at all, from totalitarian regimes. 

When were the good and the brave ever in a majority? 
Henry David Thoreau, 1854 

Here stands an unfortunate citizen who is asked if he will pay m oney 
for a certain proffered advantage: and whether he employs the only 
means of expressing his refusal or does not employ it, we are told 
that he practically agrees: if only the number of others who agree is 
greater than the number of those who dissent. And thus we are 
introduced to the novel principle that A's consent to a thing is not 
determined by what A says, but by what B may happen to say! 

Herbert Spencer, 1844 
And the people shall be oppressed, every one by another, and every 
one by his neighbor. 

Isaiah 3:5 

Limiting Government Power 
All governments throughout history, including democra

cies, have cruelly oppressed minorities. All but the most 
fanatical statist must concede that there must be a moral 
limit to what governments, even if sanctioned by a majority, 
can do to minorities. 

Measures are too often decided, not according to the rules of justice 
and the rights of the minor party, but by the superior force of an 
interested and overbearing majority. 

· James Madison, 1787 
Suppose. for the sake of argument, that struck by some Malthusian 
panic, a legislature duly representing public opinion were to enact 
that all children born during the next ten years should be drowned. 
Does anyone think that such an enactment would be warrantable? If 
not, there is evidently a limit to the power of a majority. 

Herbert Spencer. 1850 
But if it is immoral for government to do terrible things, 

how can it be right for it to do all the less-than-terrible, or 
even little, things to minorities, the smallest of which are 

-
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individual people? 
In the real world, the only limit to the power of 

government is the fear of revolution. Once a group of 
people control a government and its legal monopoly on 
force, they also control the only legal means of limiting 
their power. 

The fundamental article of my political creed is that despotism, or 
unlimited sovereignty, or absolute power, is the same in a majority of 
a popular assembly, an aristocratical council, an oligarchical- junto, 
and a single emperor. 

President John Adams, 1815 
Many attempts have been made to reform the institution 

of government, to make it more acceptable by limiting its 
tyranny. This does not make its limited despotism any 
more just, but it makes the institution less obviously unjust. 
For the reason above, however, all efforts to get govern
ment to limit its own power are doomed to ultimate failure. 

One notable effort to limit government power was the Bill 
of Rights, which was granted in order to reduce the 
resistance of those who opposed the Constitution. The Bill 
of Rights was a breakthrough in creating awareness, world
wide, of the idea that individual people have natural rights 
and that government power should be limited. 

It should be noted that while "civil libertarians" uphold 
the Bill of Rights because it is part of the "Constitution," 
Libertarians approve of the Bill of Rights because it some
what limits tyranny. 

The Bill of Rights is, however, an incomplete listing of 
our inalienable rights as human beings. The state does not 
grant these rights, for we already have them. The state 
can only protect or violate our rights. 

So it is not inconsistent for Libertarians to support the 
Bill of Rights, and to demand "their Constitutional rights" 
and that government observe these limits on its power, 
while refusing to concede any moral authority or validity to 
the "Constitution" or to the government which claims to be 
authorized by it. 

Unfortunately, even these minimal limitations have been 
broken through and trampled on. Government feeds and 
grows on its power. To have any chance of restraining 
government, it must not be allowed the power to rule in the 
first place. Especially, government must not be allowed the 
power to determine the limits of its own power. 

It is safe to assert that no government ever had a provision in its 
organic law for its own termination. 

Abraham Lincoln, 1861 
Even then, liberty can be maintained only by educating 

each new generation in the principles and benefits of 
liberty, and by developing a strong tradition of fierce de-

-
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votion to liberty and hatred of statism. * * * * * * * * 
The time will therefore come when the sun will shine only on free men 
who know no other master but their reason; when tyrants and slaves, 
and their stupid hypocritical instruments will exist only in works of 
history and on the stage; and when we shall think of them only to pity 
their victims and their dupes; to maintain ourselves in a state of 
vigilance by thinking on their excesses; and to learn how to recognize 
and so to destroy, by force of reason, the first seeds of tyranny and 
superstition, should they ever dare to reappear among us. 

Marquis de Condorcet, 1793 * * * * * * * * 

John Hospers, 1918 - 2011

-
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course, grows nothing, so this catchy slogan really 
means enslaving farmers or taxpayers. Thus, statists 
even try to redefine liberty to mean slavery. 

Liberty is the effective power to do specific things ... the demand for 
liberty is the demand for power. 

John Dewey, 1935 
To harness to its cart the strongest of all political motives--the 
craving for freedom--socialism began increasingly to make use of the 
promise of a "new freedom".... It was to bring "economic freedom," 
without which the political freedom already gained was "not ·worth 
having".... Freedom in this sense is, of course, merely another name 
for power or wealth. 

Friedrich A. Hayek, 1944 
What we call rights are merely arbitrary subdivisions of the general 
liberty to exercise the faculties: and that only can be called an 
infringement of rights which actually diminishes this liberty--cuts off a 
previously existing power to pursue the objects of desire. 

Herbert Spencer, 1850 
If a person is really free, why can't he fly? Leaping from a cliff does 
not mean that a person isn't free, indeed it demonstrates that he is 
free to leap or not to leap as he pleases. The fact that he can't fly 
proves that he is not a bird. 

Robert LeFevre, 1982 
"Liberals" would pretend that libertarians don't exist, if 

we let them get away with it. To challenge this distortion, 
some Libertarians refer to themselves as classical liberals. 
However, this is not completely accurate, because modern 
Libertarians are more principled than most classical liber
als. Stealing our name, along with the right-left system 
describing political positions which leaves us completely 
out, are probably the greatest statist victories in the lan
guage battle. 

Confusion now hath made his masterpiece! 
Shakespeare, 1564 - 1616 

When statists subject you to their twisted definitions, you 
might ask them: "How many legs does a dog have if you 
call the tail a leg?" When they reply, "Five, of course," 
you answer, "No. Four. Calling a tail a leg doesn't make it 
so." 

Other statist language examples are: using the words 
"wealthy" or "rich" to describe successful producers, sug
gesting that their money was ill-gotten, rather than from 
hard work satisfying the needs of others. The material 
benefit of socialism is easy to see, for as soon as socialists 
gain power, everyone immediately becomes rich--at least 
they are so defined for the purpose of taxation. Income 
from investing money earned from labor is called on tax 
forms "unearned" income or "excess" profit. 

The poor are described as "deprived," presumably de
prived by those wicked persons who insist on being more 
productive, but in any case it's somebody else's fault. A 
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with moral law. 
In the war of ideas, Libertarians have the great advan

tages of being logical, consistent, and moral. Almost 
everyone knows that liberty means prosperity, and statism 
means poverty for the common man. When their econo
mies fail, even statists know a dose of liberty is the only 
sure cure. 

The Polish military government, faced with severe food shortages, 
has decided to allow some rural factories and processing plants to 
be turned over to private ownership, according to the Warsaw radio. 

New York Times, January 10, 1982 
Even communists and fascists claim to favor liberty and 

"liberation." However, their version is: liberty for me, but 
not for thee. Their twisted definition seems to be liberty for 
rulers to plunder (to "liberate" the property of others), and 
freedom for their subjects from having to make their own 
decisions or own property. Fortunately, most people see 
through this distortion, and even make fun of it by using 
"liberating" to mean "stealing." 

The world has never had a good definition of the word liberty. And 
the American people just now are much in want of one. We all 
declare for liberty; but in using the same word we do not mean the 
same thing. With some, the word liberty may mean for each man 
to do as he pleases with himself and the product of his labor; 
while with some others the same word may mean for some men to 
do as they please with other men and the product of other men ·s
labor. Here are two, not only different but incompatible things, called 
by the same name. liberty. And it follows that each of the things is 
by the respective parties called by two different and incompatible 
names, liberty and tyranny. 

Abraham Lincoln, 1864 
Every tyrant who has ever lived has believed in freedom--for himself. 

Elbert Hubbard 

Let's Ask About Force 
The major problem in analyzing and communicating the 

truth about socialism is that we have allowed socialists to 
supply most of the vocabulary and definitions we use. 
They have effectively used this advantage to conceal from 
others, and often from themselves, the true nature of so
cialism. 

For example, the word socialism suggests friendly social 
cooperation, whereas socialism is actually anti-social. 
Analysis of socialist statements and behavior makes clear 
that the core values common to all types of socialism, by 
whatever name, are hatred of voluntary human relations 
and human rights--in short, a hatred of liberty. 

And we know that, despite their slogans about decen
tralized worker control and giving people control over their 
lives, their system will always lead to the exact opposite. 
No matter how critical they may be of remote, impersonal, 
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"The question is," said Alice, "whether you can make words mean 
so many different things." 
"The question is," said Humpty Dumpty, "which is to be master-
that's all." 

Lewis Carroll, 1865 
In a Marxist state, reason is treason. 

Arnold Beichman, 1982 
Often there is no opportunity for long explanations. We 

need to develop shorter explanations with more emotional 
appeal. Even better, we should put the statists on· the 
defensive and let them figure out how to try to justify 
slavery. 

It is a supreme irony that government, which is the major 
cause of crime, poverty and misery, claims our support on 
the grounds that we need government to alleviate these 
problems. Statists like to pretend that our present socialist 
economic system is the free market, so they can blame all 
the ills of society on libertarians. But we don't have a free 
market, and the problems are caused by socialism, not 
liberty. Let's give the credit where it is due. 

A favorite statist trick is to try to put Libertarians in the 
position of defending the proposition that liberty will im
mediately produce a perfect world. Liberty is based on 
justice, and we don't claim perfection--just a much better 
system. 

It seems far more reasonable that they should defend 
using violence to impose their values on other people. 
Statists often suggest that some horrible example of busi
ness actions shows that the free market doesn't work. 
Their strategy is to put us into the position of defending 
business rather than free enterprise (which can be quite 
different), and to get us to accept as an unstated basis for 
discussion that government is perfect and would prevent 
business misdeeds. Our approach should be to discredit 
the institution of government with its far more horrible 
examples. Let them try to defend government! 

These young people had protested the compulsory wearing of school 
uniforms--uniforms sold exclusively by (Emperor) Bokassa's relatives. 
The Emperor was outraged. More than 100 children were arrested, 
herded into trucks and taken to Ngarangba Prison. where they were 
held in such crowded conditions that many died from suffocation. 
Other children were stoned by the Guard: some were bayonetted or 
beaten to death with whips and sharp sticks. According to one 
witness, the bodies of 62 children were buried by government 
officers in a single night. 

Amnesty International, 1983 
Reports from rural missions, schools and hospitals in the province of 
Matabeleland indicate that more tnan a thousand people have been 
killed and many more beaten and tortured by Zimbabwe·s Army in 
the last month. 

New York Times. February 27, 1983 
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We have experienced statism for thousands of years and 
it has always failed. If it is so wonderful, why do we still 
have all these problems? Isn't it time we tried liberty? 

The Best Defense 
The fortress that cannot attack is destined to fall. Henceforward, we 
act on the offensive. We admit of no lost or decided causes where 
liberty is concerned. 

Auberon Herbert, 1897 
The best way to defend liberty is to attack stat

ism, by asking people questions. People are seldom 
persuaded that their thinking is in error if you say, "You 
are completely wrong because .... " However, few can re
fuse a friendly request for more information about their 
interestfng opinion. Treat them as experts from whom you 
are eager to learn, and aid them with your questions in 
discovering the truth themselves. 

Especially question the hidden false assumptions that 
statists have built into the language so well that we are 
almost unaware of them. Remember that laws don't work, 
and those who control government love themselves--not us! 

Don't let socialists lay a guilt trip on you. If you feel that 
a question puts you on the defensive, think carefully before 
you answer. Rephrase the question in Libertarian terms. 
Don't waste a moment explaining that your position isn't as 
bad as they say. 

Be confident that if you don't have a good short answer, 
your only problem is lack of time to analyze their hidden 
assumptions. Instead, use your knowledge that socialism, 
not liberty, causes or worsens social evils, and is never a 
cure. If you have a problem rephrasing their question, you 
can just ask what the question really means, and keep 
asking until they get it right. When their question is com
pletely understandable, it will answer itself. 

Socialists rely on their hidden assumptions never being 
questioned. When they mindlessly rattle off their cliches 
and slogans, you are supposed to be too overcome by guilt 
to question anything. They are usually unprepared to de
fend their hidden assumptions, to explain their cliches, or 
to cope with their collectivist language being translated into 
individualist terms. 

Once statists have exhausted their limited supply of cli
ches, they are · helpless to defend statism because they 
don't understand their own arguments. If they did under
stand what they were saying, they would realize that it 
doesn't make sense. Often, all that is necessary to unglue 
a statist is to ask (whenever they stop talking), "Why is 
that?" or "What evidence do you have to support that 
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and socialist organizations is presumed unbiased, whereas 
information from all other sources is tainted by the evil 
profit motive. The proper response is to ask, "Don't you 
have any better argument than an ad hominem attack?" 

But scientific inquiry into the problems of Socialism is not enough. 
We must also break down the wall of prejudice which at present 
blocks the way to an unbiased scrutiny of these problems. Any 
advocate of socialist measures is looked upon as the friend of the 
Good, the Noble, and the Moral, as a disinterested pioneer of 
necessary reforms, in short as a man who serves his own people 
and all humanity, and above all as a zealous and courageous seeker 
after truth. But let anyone measure Socialism by the standards of 
scientific reasoning, and he at once becomes a champion of the evil 
principle, a mercenary serving the egotistical interests of a class, a 
menace to the welfare of the community, an ignoramus outside the 
pale. 

Ludwig von Mises, 1922 
The same statists who base their claim for power on the 

"will of the people" and "majority rule" don't seem to trust 
the people to make their own decisions. Governments 
everywhere hate and fear freedom of speech and want to 
control communications and education so only their side 
is heard. Their subjects must not be exposed to "dan
gerous" ideas, as they are easily "misled." Obviously 
statists realize that their ideas could not survive open 
competition with the ideas of liberty. * * * * * * * * 
Socialist law does not give counter-revolutionaries freedom of speech. 

Peking Daily, May 25, 1981 * * * * * * * * 

Cuneiform inscription of the earliest known 
written word for liberty (ama-gi). Ca 2300 B.C. 



XXII. GOVERNMENT

• • * * * * * * 
Government is not reason; it is not eloquence. It is force. And force, 
like fire. is a dangerous servant and a fearful master. 

George Washington * * * 
All political power, as it is called, rests practically upon this matter of 
money. Any number of scoundrels, having money enough to start with, 
can establish themselves as a "government;" because with money, they 
can hire soldiers, and with soldiers extort more money; and also compel 
general obedience to their will. 

Lysander Spooner, 1870 * * * 
No man's life, liberty or property are safe while the legislature is in 
session. 

Judge Gideon Tucker, 1866 * * * 
It could probably be shown by facts and figures that there is no 
distinctly native American criminal class except Congress. 

Mark Twain, 1885 • * * * • * • * 
Choice 

There are only two ways in which people can deal with 
each other in society. 

Liberty 
One is the moral way of liberty, with peace and tol• 

erance-•a way in which freedom of association and trade, 
and respect for individual human rights bring happiness, 
fulfillment, and prosperity. 

Violence 
The other is the immoral way of violence, in which might 

makes right, with differences between people settled by 
force or the threat of force--a way in which people try to 
avoid labor by plundering and enslaving their neighbors. It 
is the way of theft, robbery, assault, fraud, kidnapping, 
extortion, murder and politics. 

Those who choose the way of violence are called crim
inals. When individual criminals cooperate with each other 
to violate the natural rights of others, they are called a 
criminal gang or organized crime. 

When a criminal gang becomes large and powerful 
enough to hold a legal monopoly on force in a certain 
area, it is called government, and is said to have "sov
ereignty." The territory they control is called a "nation." 

412 





















422 A Liberty Primer 

Our counter strategy should be: to emphasize our real 
concern for the poor and the advantages of prevention of 
poverty rather than just alleviating it; to demand that the 
most useless, unjust and unpopular programs be cut first; 
and to expose the statist hypocrisy and strategy. One of 
the best ways to expose their strategy is to publicly predict 
it in advance. We should avoid creating unnecessary op
position to liberty, and realize that very rapid change is 
frightening to almost everyone. 

It is my impression that no one really likes the new. We are afraid 
of it .... ln the case of drastic change the uneasiness is of course 
deeper and more lasting ... lt needs inordinate self-confidence to face 
drastic change without inner trembling. 

Eric Hoffer 
Confronted with abolishing government...people will cling to the 
status quo rather than risk the enormous impact of revolutionary 
change. Abolitionism cannot get around this fact....By keeping 
change within adaptive limits, we won't create unnecessary 
opposition to liberty .... Why do the abolitionists attack gradualists for 
using the political equivalent of guerilla warfare to end 
coercion? ... Abolition in theory is futility in practice. 

Michael Emerling, 1982 
The first government programs to be cut out should be 

all business and agriculture subsidies and loans, tariffs, 
quotas and other trade restrictions, foreign aid, all regu
lation, licensing and monopoly franchises, zoning, building 
codes, draft registration, labor laws, grants from one level 
of government to another, housing subsidies, etc.

All government monopoly businesses such as postal 
service, mass transit, medical insurance and garbage col
lection should be opened to competition, with subsidies cut 
off. All legal tender and banking laws should be repealed, 
leaving money to be supplied by the free market. 

As soon as possible, "victimless crime" laws should be 
repealed, and all those unjustly imprisoned under these 
and other political laws (who have not also committed real 
crimes) should be released. The criminal and civil justice 
laws and system should be changed to the Libertarian 
justice system based on restitution. 

Schools and charities should be changed to a 100% tax 
credit system to enco.urage private substitutes for govern
ment agencies. It is important to eliminate education and 
poverty as excuses for government as rapidly as possible. 
This will also eliminate two huge political constituencies for 
big government. It is especially important to break the 
government education monopoly to destroy the primary 
statist propaganda weapon. 

Serious negotiations should be started with the 
Russian government and other potential enemies on 
mutual arms reduction, beginning with nuclear missiles. 
Reasonable notice should be given to allies about the 
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termination of all treaties and the withdrawal of all American 
troops stationed abroad. All foreign aid should be ended 
as soon as possible. Membership in the United Nations 
should be canceled, along with their diplomatic 
immunity and special services. The U.N. should be 
encouraged to move its operations to some other 
country. 

Military expenditures should be changed to emphasize 
defending America, especially against missiles, rather than 
"projecting power" all over the world. Defense spending 
should be cut as fast as possible to about half the former 
level, depending on success with arms reduction nego
tiations and missile defense. 

In short, the first stage should be to abolish or open to 
competition all government activities except reduced levels 
of police and defense, welfare to the poor and social se
curity for those already receiving payments. Social Se
curity should be ended for those not yet retired. Taxes 
should be reduced as rapidly as possible without inflating 
or borrowing. 

In the second stage, Social Security should be switched 
(note next paragraph) to payment only in cases of real 
need, and included in the welfare program. Then, as pros
perity, sharply reduced cost of living, and private charities 
reduce the need, payments for welfare and social security 
should be phased out. Declining taxation will automatically 
reduce the school and charity tax credit subsidies until 
they can be phased out. 

Lest someone fear that Libertarians want to let elderly 
people starve, it should be noted that the great majority 
with private pensions and substantial assets will find them
selves enriched by the transition to liberty. The poor el
derly would be at least as well off as before liberty. 

All government-owned monopolies, such as water, sew
age collection, garbage collection, gas, electricity, dams, 
irrigation, canals, postal service, Bureau of Standards, and 
real property registration, parks, mortgage brokerage and 
deposit insurance should be sold as going businesses or 
their assets sold, whichever produces more revenue. 

All government land and buildings, etc. which are not 
temporarily required for the transition should be sold at 
auction to produce the maximum revenue. This would be a 
good way to get the 40% of American land now owned by 
government into real public ownership. 

Streets, highways, rivers and bodies of water should also 
be sold at auction. The titles for such government prop
erty, and the titles of all other property such as railroads,  
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pipelines, etc. that was taken by force using eminent do
main laws, should require that access for crossing be of
fered at appraised market value. Eminent domain laws, of 
course, should be abolished. 

To ease the problem of financing so many purchases of 
property and businesses, to speed the transfer to pro
ductive ownership (which would protect valuable natural 
resources) and to obtain the highest prices, sales of real 
property could be made on credit. The interest earned will 
further reduce the taxation required to finance the tran
sition. 

Government-owned property should be renamed for he
roes of liberty instead of infamous statists. Memorials to 
former rulers and military chiefs should be converted to 
other uses and their statues and relics destroyed. Gov
ernment archives and secret files must be thrown open to 
permit scholars to write about what really happened, so the 
truth will be known. 

To discourage any regrowth of statism, all government 
collecting of statistics must be ended, and all government 
records that could be used to identify individuals or bus
inesses must be destroyed. Such records include those 
for: federal and state income tax, sales tax, property tax, 
customs and all other taxes, census, automobile and gun 
registration, driver's licenses, selective service, Social Se
curity, business permits, occupational licenses, public 
school records, voter registration, health records including 
Medicare and Medicaid, welfare rolls, hunting-fishing li
censes, boat registration, building permits, military service 
records, immigration, etc. Probably people should first be 
furnished copies of records such as school transcripts and 
auto, real property and birth registration, and given the 
option of having those records transferred to private 
companies that will provide record-keeping services. 

One of the great differences between free and enslaved societies is 
the right of the individual to live and work without government 
knowing his every move. There can sometimes be privacy without 
freedom, as those in ·solitary confinement know, but there can be no 
freedom without privacy. 

· William Satire, 1982 
This will get us to a minimal government, at which point 

we can consider what further reduction in government 
might be possible. 

All this time abolitionists will be performing a useful 
service by urging a faster phase-out. But their complaints 
about the immorality of Libertarians endorsing continuing 
some taxation to finance the transition will not be justified, 
provided it is moving as rapidly as politically possible. And 
that speed limit should determine whether the transition 
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takes a few years or a generation. 
Abolitionists must remember that we can accomplish 

nothing without public support. Even if we could push a 
button which would cause the state to instantly self-de
struct, we probably should not do it, for it would almost 
certainly cause widespread turmoil and hardship. This in 
turn would create a demand for a dictator to bring "order" 
and destroy everything we have worked for. Of course, in 
the very unlikely circumstance that it would not seriously 
endanger the Libertarian revolution, it would be unjust 
not to "push the button," if such a "button" existed. 

But if we have no clear idea of what our goals are, we can hardly 
expect to achieve them. If we bring our present authoritarian system 
crashing down around our ears without formulating and 
disseminating valid ideas about how society will operate satisfactorily 
without governmental rule, all that will result is contusion, ending in 
chaos. The people, bewildered and frightened and still convinced 
that the traditional government system was right and necessary in 
spite of its glaring flaws, will demand a strong leader. and a Hitler 
will rise to answer their pleas. 

Morris and Linda Tannehill, 1970 
We should also remember that it would not be necessary 

for taxpayers to finance the transition to liberty if they had 
not previously supported government with their taxes. It 
could be considered a just restitution to those impover
ished by their state. 

Much of the transition can be financed by the sale of 
government gold, businesses, buildings, land and other 
property. Those who have received government loans 
should be required to repay. Sale of the government gold 
hoard, which was seized from Americans, could provide the 
basis for honest money. 

Perhaps former government employees who have held 
policymaking, legislative, judicial, police, regulatory, tax col
lecting or administrative positions should have all their 
property confiscated, as a form of restitution to the public. 
There was a precedent established for confiscation of the 
property of statists during the first American Revolution, 
when statists were known as Tories. 

Certainly, all those agents of the state involved in vio
lating human rights should be required to continue to pay 
at least the present level of taxation for restitution as long 
as needed for the transition. 

Government debt and loan guarantees should be repudi
ated. No one has a right to use government to steal from 
others what is owed to him. People who finance tyranny 
do so at their own risk. And much government debt is 
owed only to a government agency--The Federal Reserve 
Bank that "paid" for government bonds with counterfeit 
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money. 
The seemingly innocent bondholder appears in a very different light 
when we consider that the purchase of a government bond is simply 
making an investment in the future loot from the robbery of taxation. 

Murray N. Rothbard, 1982 
People who financed government should look for resti

tution to the individual agents of the state that borrowed 
from them. However, they would have a lower priority for 
repayment than other people who were forced to support 
government. 

Some Libertarians believe that proceeds from the sale of 
government assets should be used to compensate victims 
of the state. But this would simply increase the taxation 
required to finance the transition and defense. Perhaps 
sometime a way will be found to avoid taxation. Until that 
happens, it would be more just to use government assets 
to reduce taxation than to repay past taxpayers. And why 
tax ourselves to repay ourselves? 

After people experience the prosperity produced by the 
first large cuts in government, demand for more liberty 
should grow and develop into an avalanche that sweeps 
away at least all government except the physical protection 
functions. Let us then salt the earth that nourished statism, 
so that noxious weed can never grow again. 

Who's the Dreamer? 
Many will say that Libertarians are impractical idealists, 

and that it is impossible to do away with all, or almost all, 
government. But we have shown that liberty is just and 
good, and that government is unjust and harmful. Gov
ernment is not just a parasite, but a malignant cancer de
stroying its host. We know that the services we need can 
be provided, better and cheaper, by the free market. 
Government is morally bankrupt, an empty fraud held up by 
lies. When people learn it is truly "public enemy number 
one, 11 stop believing in it, and start demanding liberty, it will
collapse. 

The real dreamers are those who, despite every lesson 
of history, still believe that a just and benevolent govern
ment can be achieved by "working through the system. 11 

* * * * • * • *
Power. like a desolating pestilence. pollutes whate ·er it touches. 

Percy Bysshe Shelley * * • 
Whatever the State saith is a lie; whatever it hath is a theft: all 
is counterfeit in it. the gnawing, sanguinary. insatiate monster. It 
even bites with stolen teeth. 

Channing Severance * * • 
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This Constitutior. has been used from the beginning by ambitious, 
rapacious and unprincipled men, to enable them to maintain, at the 
point of the bayonet, an arbitrary and irresponsible dominion over those 
who were too ignorant and too weak to protect themselves against the 
conspirators who had thus combined to deceive, plunder, and enslave 
them.

Lysander Spooner, 1882 * * * 
There is nothing so contrary to a generous and loving God as tyranny--/ 
believe He has reserved in a separate spot in Hell, some very special 
punishment for tyrants and their accomplices. 

Etienne de la Boetie, 1553 * * * * * * * * 
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forcement of the incomprehensible number of laws, and by 
use of government's enormous economic power. 

The government takeover of education in the last cen
tury was a severe blow to liberty. A system which had 
been established independent of government was crushed. 
One of the main excuses was to mold "good" citizens. In 
other words, a government which is claimed to be con
trolled by public opinion, in fact controls that public 
opinion. 

The teaching organization itself and the government which directs It. 
will Inevitable lean to things as they are; and to give them control 
over the national mind is to give them the means of repressing 
aspirations after things as they should be. 

Herbert Spencer, 1850 
It is error alone which needs support of government. Truth can 
stand by itse/1. 

Thomas Jefferson 
With every citizen constantly brainwashed in government 

schools or by biased books, newspapers, movies, radio and 
television, it is not surprising that belief in the mythology of 
government is widespread. People with contrary views are 
discouraged because they seldom learn that many others 
feel the same way. 

To make a contented slave, it is necessary to make a thoughtless 
one and to annihilate the power of reason. He must be able to 
detect no inconsistencies in slavery. He must be made to feel 
that slavery is right. 

Frederic Douglass, 1817 • 1895 

The Psychology of Statism 
The question is not, "Why do those who seek power tell 

lies?" It is obvious. It is not difficult to refute the lies; the 
overwhelming evidence against government is there for 
anyone who cares to know. Most people, deep down, 
already know the truth. The key question, then, is why are 
the lies accepted and repeated, and government oppres
sion tolerated? Why is not everyone gathering under 
liberty's banner? 

Even massive clever propaganda cannot convince most 
people to believe in a preposterous fraud such as govern
ment, unless they want to believe for personal reasons. 
We need not be conscious of the reasons. In fact our view 
of the world is largely determined by subconscious psy
chology. 

Men willingly believe what they wish. 
Julius Caesar 

Man ·s mind and not his masters makes him slave. 
R. U. Johnson 

The path of freedom is blocked much more by those who wish to 
obey than by those who desire to command. 

M. D. Petre
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triumph of statist propaganda. It appeals to insecure 
people with a need to belong to "something more impor
tant than themselves." 

Why should groups of individuals, often with little in 
common or even hating each other, who happen to live 
within an artificially created boundary, a line on a map, be 
compelled to deal as a group with other artificial groups? 
We are so used to it that questioning the idea of nations 
may seem strange. Yet why not question an arrangement 
that is the basis for war? Does anybody think that the 
American and Russian people would be aiming atomic 
warheads at each other if there were no nations? 

True patriotism would support liberty and oppose the evil 
of government and the idea of nations and sovereignty. 
Nations are the teams mankind is divided into to play 
the game of war. 

"False patriotism is," as Samuel Johnson said, "the last 
refuge of scoundrels." This means that when politicians 
can no longer fool people into accepting abuse, they wrap 
around themselves the "sacred flag of the nation" and 
claim that questioning their corruption is "unpatriotic." 

After all, to King George 111, George Washington was a 
traitor to his country. But would it not be more accurate to 
apply the term traitor to those who work to destroy the 
liberty of their fellow countrymen? 

Treason doth never prosper: What's the reason? 
For if it prosper, none dare call it treason. 

Sir John Harrington, 1561 - 1612 
I cannot ask of heaven success, even for my country, in a cause 
where she should be in the wrong. 

John Quincy Adams, 1816 
The newspaper-and-politician-manufactured Patriot often gags in 
private over his dose; but he takes it and keeps it on his stomach as 
best he can .... Nine-tenths of the Patriots in ... America turned Patriot to 
keep from being called Traitor ... The Patriot did not know just how or 
when or where he got his opinions, neither did he care, so long as 
he was with what seemed the majority--which was the main thing, 
the safe thing, the comfortable thing. 

Mark Twain, 1900 
Those who, while they disapprove of the character and measures of 
a government, yield to it their allegiance and support, are 
undoubtedly its most conscientious supporters, and so frequently the 
most serious obstacles to reform." 

H. D. Thoreau. 1849
It can never be unpatriotic for a man to take his country's side 
against the government: it must always be unpatriotic for a man to 
take his government's side against his country. 

Steven T. Byington 

Excuses,Excuses 
When defending liberty, it is important to understand that 

the arguments raised against liberty are almost always 
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excuses. The real reasons are psychological or mistaken 
self-interest. Although it is helpful to demolish the excuses, 
minds probably won't change until these reasons are also 
dealt with. 

Nothing is easier than self-deceit. For what each man wishes, that 
he a/so believes to be true. 

Demosthenes, 350 B.C. 
In enumerating the factors capable of making an impression on the 
minds of crowds all mention of reason might be dispensed with, 
were it not necessary to point out the negative value of its influ·ence. 

Gustave Le Bon, ca 1900 
Even if you persuade me, you won't persuade me.

Aristophanes, 424 B.C. 
As changing people's basic psychology is usually hope

less, probably the best approach for dealing with statists 
would be to try to redirect it to favor liberty. For example, 
in the case of envy, it might be pointed out that it may be 
government that is holding them back rather than other 
people's success. Or maybe the more successful people 
have unfairly used government to gain advantage. 

Opinion is ultimately determined by the feelings, and not by the 
intellect. 

Herbert Spencer, 1851 
For the very reason that the basic driving force of socialist ideology 
is subconscious and emotional, reason and rational discussion of 
facts nave always played only a subordinate role in it.... Socialist 
conclusions are radically at odds with experience. Most astonishing 
of all is that these contradictions do not diminish the impact of the 
doctrine in the least. 

Igor Shafarevich, 1975 
We can't effectively change minds to favor liberty until we 
understand the real reasons why people hold opinions 
unfavorable to liberty. Instead of turning people off by 
preaching, we might make more progress by asking ques
tions and listening. 

Listening requires effort, and is not the same as waiting 
impatiently for someone to finish talking about their stupid 
ideas so we can speak about our brilliant ideas. Few can 
resist explaining why they feel the way they do to a good 
listener who sincerely wants to know. 

Good Statists? 
After all the discussion of government and statism, it 

might appear that some abstract evil is the problem. But 
institutions and ideas harm no one until they are put into 
practice by people. The statists responsible for our op
pression are people. We hate their ideas and values, but 
what should be our attitude toward them personally? 

Whenever I hear anyone arguing for slavery, I feel a strong impulse 
to see it tried on him personally. 

Abraham Lincoln, 1865 
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For whatever my place in life may be, 
And whether I swim or sink., 
I can say with pride, "I do not obey; 
I do not obey, I think.!" 

Ernest Crosby 
Remember that government is a giant fraud which de

pends on people believing, and no one questioning, the big 
lies. Politicians know how vulnerable they are to the truth, 
which is why they are so sensitive to criticism, and go to 
such lengths to manipulate the information we receive 
about government. 

More basic even than guns, the very foundation of power 
is the belief that the rulers have power. The mightiest 
dictator will be helpless to work his will the instant every
one stops believing he has power. 

"But he hasn't got anything on, " a little child said. 
The Emperor's New Clothes, 

by Hans Christian Anderson, 1835 
When the tissue of lies starts unraveling, and people 

stop believing and accepting, the tools of oppression will 
be useless, with few following orders or paying the bills. 
Deep down inside, most people suspect the truth, but they 
fear change and think the cause of liberty is hopeless. 
When anything looks better than what is happening to 
them, Libertarians must be there to offer hope. * * * * * * * * 
Serve no more, and you are at once free! I do not 
ask that you place hands upon the tyrant to topple 
him over, but simply that you support him no longer. 
Then you will behold him, like a great colossus 
whose pedestal has been pulled away, fall of his 
own weight and break in pieces. 

Etienne de la Boetie, 1553 * * * * * * * * 

Nathaniel Branden, 1930 - 2014 
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The heart of the problem is the collectivist concept that 
there is such a thing as "the people.'' "society," or "the 
public." These are just names for a number of individual 
persons who do not think as one, act as one, or agree as 
one with a "general will" or "will of the people." The list 
of the things that "the people" all agree to would probably 
be a single blank sheet. As a practical matter, only a very 
few people can make and enforce the decisions of a gov
ernment--usually less than 2% of the population. 

In the strict sense of the term, a true democracy has never existed, 
and never will exist. 

Jean Jacques Rousseau, 1762 
If the word "law" has ever meant one thing more than another, that 
thing has been the will of those in power. 

Josiah Warren, 1833 
Popular appeal has been lost for the idea that it is all 

right to sacrifice individuals for the good of the rulers, so 
the word "rulers" has been changed to "society," the 
"common good," "the community," etc. However dis
guised, it really means that some people are going to be 
sacrificed for the benefit of some other people, as those in 
power decide. And whom do you think the rulers will 
decide should be benefitted? 

The man who speaks to you of sacrifice, speaks to you of slaves 
and masters, and intends to be the master. 

Ayn Rand, 1943 
The public good requires that a man should betray. and lie, and 
massacre. 

Michele de Montaigne, 1533 -1592 

Conversation With A Statist 
At this point the statist will no doubt say, "Wait a 

minute. Sure, only a few people actually can govern, but 
they are our representatives. They do what 'we' want 
them to do. The government is 'us!'" 

The Libertarian would answer, "What do you mean, 'we' 
and 'us?'" ("We" Libertarians don't give away anything!) 
The statist would reply, "You know--we!" The Libertarian 
would come back with, "I don't know. Government is not 
doing what I want, so I guess I'm not included in 'we.' And 
I know a lot of other people who aren't 'we,' either. What 
about all the people who voted against the repre
sentatives--how can they be 'we?'" And the discussion 
would continue like this: 

Statist: They are all represented, too. Representatives 
represent everybody. 

Libertarian: I don't remember giving these people the 
right to represent me, and they're not representing me-
they' re ruling me. 

S: They are authorized to "represent" you by the 
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representative of the bayonet, the billy and the bullet. It is a labor 
saving device for ascertaining on which side force lies. 

Benjamin R. Tucker, 1893 
No middle ground is possible on this SL1bject. Either "taxation 
without consent is robbery, " or it is not. If it is not. then any 
number of men who choose, may at any time associate; call 
themselves a government; assume absolute authority over all weaker 
than themselves; plunder them at will; and kill them if they resist. If 
on the other hand, "Taxation without consent is robbery," it 
necessarily follows that every man who has not consented . to be 
taxed, has the same natural right to defend his property against a
tax gatherer. that he has to defend it against a highwayman. 

Lysander Spooner, 1867 
S: Of course not, because you wouldn't be a real 

government! 
L: Suppose we called ourselves a government, and 

voted on a Constitution and everything? 
S: You can't just call yourselves a government. I can't 

explain why right now, but we couldn't allow groups of 
people to call themselves government. 

L: But it is OK for a majority to use a "real" gov
ernment to kill or enslave a minority? 

S: No, they wouldn't do that! But anyway, the Consti
tution limits the power of the government to protect 
minorities. 

L: The Indians, the blacks, and the Japanese-American 
citizens who were put into concentration camps during 
World War II will be glad to hear that. 

S: Those were mistakes. It couldn't happen again. 
Government protects minorities against discrimination! 

A government commission said today that there was no military 
necessity for the internment of 120,000 people of Japanese ancestry 
during World War II.... The panel called "unfounded" the grounds 
that were put forth by the Late Lt. Gen. John L. DeWitt, who was in 
charge of West Coast defense. (DeWitt said) "The Japanese race is 
an enemy race and while many second- and third-generation 
Japanese born on United States soil, possessed of United States 
citizenship, have become 'Americanized,' the racial strains are 
undiluted.".... In the spring of 1944, when the War Department 
decided it could no longer justify detention. Roosevelt allowed the 
120,313 evacuees to be held for six more months so as not to 
jeopardize his re-election that fall, the commission said.... After 
Roosevelt signed Executive Order 9066 on Feb. 19. 1942, American 
citizens of Japanese descent and Japanese immigrants were 
prohibited from living, working or traveling on the West Coast. They 
were sent to 10 camps in desolate areas of California, Arizona, 
Idaho, Wyoming, Colorado, Utah and Arkansas. Many lost their 
homes, farms, businesses and cars. They could take with them no 
more than they could carry in their hands. Small tar-papered 
barrack rooms housed an entire family. Eating and bathing were in 
mass facilities. 

The Associated Press. February 24, 1983 
If you believe the majority is always right, the gas ovens lie straight 
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cide the rules of the election? Isn't there a chance that 
they will favor themselves over opposition candidates and 
parties? 

The more I see of the representatives of the people, the more I 
admire my dogs. 

Alphonse de Lamartine, 1850 
S: Of course not. Your representatives are public ser

vants, concerned with only your interest. 
L: How do I know what the candidates stand for, and 

whether they're honest? They don't even discuss the is
sues that I am interested in. 

S: The only reason people run for office is that they 
care about the public welfare. Candidates have to avoid 
taking sides on controversial issues because they might not 
get elected if the public knew where they stood. 

Political campaigns are designedly made into emotional orgies which 
endeavor to distract attention from the real issues involved, and they 
actually paralyze what slight powers of cerebration man can normally 
muster. 

James Harvey Robinson, 1937 
L: What if a candidate has one position I like and one I 

don't like? 
S: You have to balance the position you like with those 

you don't like--sort of take the bad with the good. But 
regardless of what they promise, when they get elected 
they will vote for what is best for society, not what indi
viduals want. 

L: So we are to elect someone to represent us, but he 
is to do what he wants and not what we want? How can 
you call that representation? 

S: Be practical! Voters are too stupid and selfish to 
know what is good for them. 

L: But if we aren't smart enough to know what is good 
for us, how can we be trusted to elect a good candidate? 
And how do bad ordinary people get so smart and unself
ish just by being elected? 

S: You're being simplistic. It's much more complicated 
than that! You just don't understand! 

L: Almost every time I read a newspaper there are more 
government officials caught stealing. I'll bet there are a lot 
more we don't hear about. including the top people in 
government. 

Now and then an innocent man is sent to the legislature. 
Abe Martin. 1930 

S: Those are exceptions. Good citizens should work to 
get only good candidates elected, instead of complaining 
about the system. 

L: Crooks have always gotten into power, so why 
expect a change? Why would an honest person want the 
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passion. When people's money is taken by force for the 
benefit of others, it is not compassion--it is theft! And theft 
isn't decent! 

S: Why do you always use such strong words, like 
"theft" and "slavery" and "violence?" 

Those who believe in slavery should have the grace to call it by its 
proper name. 

Ayn Rand, 1946 
L: And why do you try to fuzz things up so no one 

knows what's really happening? Why are you selling the 
idea that everybody in the country can live by stealing from 
each other? Who is going to work to produce? 

S: The important thing is to redistribute wealth fairly. 
People will work for the good of society instead of their 
own selfish interests. 

L: Every time that is tried, nobody works and everybody 
gets poor. 

S: But look how happy people are in socialist countries. 
L: That's not what I hear. 
S: You are hearing only biased information. I took a 

trip to Russia, and everybody looked happy to me. They 
may not have all the wasteful consumer luxuries we do, 
because they do socially useful things instead. But they 
have equality. 

L: Did you go out into the country, away from the tour, 
and talk to people without a guide present? 

S: Well, no. But I'm sure I wouldn't have learned 
anything different. 

L: You probably wouldn't have. But you do admit that 
the living standard is much lower under socialism? 

S: There is more to the quality of life than money. 
People are too concerned about material possessions. If 
they had less, they could better appreciate spiritual things. 

The materialism of the twentieth century man with his capacity to 
produce material things can be transcended by realization that 
quality in daily life is more conducive to a good and happy life than 
quantity. A quality life is dependent on a spiritual scale of values-
ethical and moral conduct, integrity, honesty, caring and sharing, 
concern and commitment in practical activities to group good. What 
is good for all is good for each one. 

World Goodwill Commentary. 1973 
L: It seems to me that a higher material standard of 

living is what makes possible the finer things of life, not the 
reverse, as you claim. Music, art, theater, literature, re
ligion, or camping in the wilderness all cost money. If you 
lacked adequate food and shelter, how could you be 
concerned about anything else? 

There is absolutely no ground for saying that the market economy 
fosters either material or immaterial goods: it simply leaves every 
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of liberty. But take heart, it isn't a bed of roses for the 
statists, either. 

Don't Panic! 
Look at what the statists have to overcome to increase 

their power, or even to avoid losing power. They cannot 
succeed, and can lose everything without public support, 
or at least tolerance. They must draw their power to 
oppress from us. There is no other source. 

How can they get all these "stupid" people to: lose their 
desire for personal freedom; stop believing that a free 
market will lead to a higher standard of living; enjoy taxes 
and having their income "redistributed;" lose their fear of 
socialist totalitarianism; forget the horrible examples of 
socialist states; learn to love politicians, bureaucrats and 
red tape; forget the wrongs that government has committed 
against them personally, and against their loved ones; 
overlook all the problems government causes and fails to 
solve, such as inflation, unemployment and crime; overlook 
the constant stream of examples of government waste, 
inefficiency, lies and corruption; forget liberty as an ideal 
worth fighting for; lose their self interest and desire to raise 
their standard of living; continue producing when what they 
produce is taken from them; and stop resenting someone 
else running their lives? 

In short, the socialist problem, which is not incon
siderable, is to persuade people to act--and permit ac
tions--against their own interest, and the interest of every
one. 

Their Strategy 
There are four main ways to get people to cooperate 

with something that is against their interest: altruism, con
fusion, bribery and a worse alternative. Socialists use all 
four. 

The Altruism Scam 
Here's the way socialists use altruism for their purposes. 

They try to persuade us that acting in our own interest is 
wrong--something that is done only by people who are 
nasty, bad, heartless, selfish, greedy, gouging and uncaring 
opportunists who not only have no compassion for the 
poor and the unfortunate, but take unfair advantage of 
them, and would sell their mothers to the highest bidders. 
Phew! Who wants people to think that they are like that?
And how could you live with yourself? If you are suc
cessful, you should feel guilty about exploiting your fellow 
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ful to justify closing their minds to questions and doubts. 
If you accept, even unconsciously, the socialist theory 

that the merit of an idea should be judged by the qual
ifications of the speaker, rather than by facts and logic, you 
can't win. The best way to counter this tactic is to call 
attention to its use and bring it out into the open. "Are 
you trying to suggest that anyone who disagrees with your 
socialist theories can't possibly have a good idea or a 
legitimate question?" Then turn their tactic around and 
point out their own biases. "How can you propose that we 
give people like you the power to dictate how we live and 
the power to steal our hard-earned money, and then try to 
claim that you are not acting out of selfish interest?" 

According to the Marxist conception, one's social condition 
determines one's way of thought. His membership of a social class
decides what views a writer will express.... Thus Marxism protects 
itself against all unwelcome criticism. The enemy is not refuted: 
enough to unmask him as a bourgeois.... Mane and Engels never 
tried to refute their opponents with argument. They insulted, 
ridiculed, derided, slandered and traduced them, and in the use of 
these methods, their followers are not less expert. Their polemic is 
directed never against the argument of the opponent, but always 
against his person. Few have been able to withstand such tactics. 

Ludwig von Mises, 1922 
Socialists also use confusion to avoid the very hard 

problem of defending the poverty and oppression of so
cialist states. They used to maintain (and some still do) 
that bad things didn't happen in socialist states, but were 
"just propaganda invented by the capitalist press." 

Few people will now believe that, so the problems of 
socialist states are blamed on external factors, especially 
"capitalist" states. Whenever unfavorable comparisons are 
made between more socialist states and less socialist 
states, the defense is that somehow the comparison isn't 
valid. There are always some differences in history, geog
raphy, resources, climate, capitalist exploitation, etc., that 
can be pointed out to explain why socialism only appears 
to be harmful. 

Socialists sometimes also admit that some "mistakes" 
were made by socialist states, but they have learned from 
these mistakes, so they will not be repeated. Or, that 
wasn't the true socialism, which is what we advocate. Our 
socialism will avoid those problems. And if that doesn't 
sell, then "we don't advocate socialism; all we want is 
social and economic democracy." 

When advocating socialism (usually "new, improved so
cialism") socialists never want to talk about how it will 
work, what it will be like and how the unpleasant conse
quences are to be avoided. Especially, they don't want to 
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talk about the fact that it is to be compulsory, not volun
tary, or about what will happen to dissenters. 

There is an obvious reason why they refuse to discuss 
the mechanics of their socialist state--almost no one who 
understands it would want to live in it. 

But there is another, more subtle reason. It permits 
each person to imagine that the proposed socialist state 
will be like his/her ideal. This is perhaps the oldest 
political trick in the world. When there are no specific 
programs or promises, each person is encouraged to be
lieve that his/her dream will be fulfilled, rather than the 
conflicting dreams of others. 

It is important to realize that the widespread belief that 
socialism will cure poverty and all social ills is a product of 
these dreams. It is not a goal of socialism, nor promised 
by socialist theories. All that socialism promises is social 
(state) control of the economy and elimination of private 
property. The rest is wishful thinking. 

A clear exposition of the nature of socialist society might have 
dampened the enthusiasm of the masses, who sought in Socialism 
salvation from all earthly ills. The successful suppression of these 
dangerous inquiries, which had brought about the downfall of all 
other earlier socialistic theories. was one of Marx's most skillful 
tactical moves. Only because people were not allowed to talk or 
think about the nature of the socialist community was Socialism able 
to become the dominant political movement of the late nineteenth 
and early twentieth centuries. 

Ludwig von Mises, 1922 
My guess is the main threat to such democratic socialist efforts is 
not the likelihood of clear cut failure, but of disappointment. High, 
perhaps even heady expectations are needed to create socialism. 
Thus disappointment can lead easily to disillusion. That is likely to 
be the greatest challenge that socialism will have to face. 

Robert Heilbroner, 1982 

Bribery 
Bribery means getting people to act against their long

term interests for an apparent, usually short term, gain. As 
socialists can get money only by taking it from us, this 
approach obviously has to be limited to only a part of the 
population. Socialists often try to bribe everyone by print
ing money, but as this does not increase real wealth, it 
doesn't fool people very long, and results in unpleasant 
inflation and depression. 

The high cost of bribery is one reason why socialists 
advocate welfare programs for the poor. It is cheaper to 
bribe the poor, and therefore more can be bribed. Other 
advantages are that it is easier to get such political laws 
passed because it is less obviously bribery, and because of 
general support for altruism. 
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The bribery system works very well, from the socialist 
viewpoint. People are put on the government payroll, wel
fare and social security rolls, etc., at our expense, and 
naturally become supporters of bigger government, or at 
least the program that benefits them. 

The bigger government grows, the larger grows the num
ber of people who have a special interest in government, 
and so the bigger it gets. Soon, the people who are 
impoverished by big government also start demanding 
benefits. The system, of course, depends on people not 
realizing how much better off they would be if no one were 
bribed. 

Bribery is the main reason socialists are always pushing 
for government programs to be funded and administered by 
the largest units of government, preferably national govern
ments. And it is why they push for consolidation of small 
government units, for example "metro" government, to re
place separate small town governments in a metropolitan 
area. 

The larger the government is, the more difficult it is for 
citizens to know what is going on and to oppose "redis
tribution." Instead of local citizens spending their own 
money for their own projects--and watching every penny-
they become special interest groups demanding more loot 
from the common treasury. 

An indirect form of bribery is the "historical inevitability 
of communism" theory. The idea is that socialism is com
ing whether you like it or not. So the smart thing to do is 
to climb on the bandwagon now, so that, when it triumphs, 
you will be one of the rulers instead of the ruled. 

Whether you like it or not, history is on our side. We wiil bury you. 
Russian Dictator Nikita Khrushchev, 1956 

Socialists also use a cheap form of bribery by offering 
an emotional benefit. The idea is that if you help them 
gain power, you will have sweet revenge on the high-and
mighty who didn't appreciate you, and who made you feel 
inferior by their success. This approach yields a lot of 
hard core supporters who sacrifice everything for the 
cause. This is usually combined with the bandwagon idea, 
thus promising revenge and power. 

The Worse Alternative 
You have been using fear as your weapon and have been bringing 
death to man as his punishment for rejecting your morality. We offer 
him life as his reward for accepting ours. 

Ayn Rand. 1957 
The program above generally accounts for most of the 

tremendous success socialism in America enjoys today. 
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The other important factor that got socialism where it is, is 
war. In wartime, people accept infringements of their lib
erty which otherwise they would not. And after wars are 
over, government rarely gives up all the special power it 
has gained. War is an extreme example of the fourth 
socialist strategy, the worse alternative. 

The first three strategies are suffering from diminishing 
effectiveness in America. The reason is that while bigger 
government spending bribes more supporters, it also cre
ates more enemies--the people who suffer to provide the 
bribes. The greedy capitalists, whose wealth is redistrib• 
uted and who must be regulated for the common good, 
turn out to be almost everybody. So resistance to so
cialism develops. 

To overcome this resistance, socialists need a crisis, 
such as wars have provided in the past. They either have 
to create a crisis or make us believe that a bad crisis will 
come soon if we don't turn over power to them. The idea 
is to force us to choose between a substantial loss of 
liberty or an even worse alternative. 

The socialist strategy of gaining power by creating polit
ical unrest, preferably armed revolution, is well known both 
in theory and successful practice. The idea is to get the 
workers and peasants {the proletariat) angry enough to rise 
up against the ruling class. The socialists correctly point 
out that these people are being exploited and downtrodden 
by the ruling class. But they neglect to mention that once 
the old order is shattered, at great cost of proletarian 
blood, the socialists will take over and become the new, 
more oppressive ruling class. 

This socialist strategy doesn't work as well in western 
democracies such as America, where the "proletariat" is 
pretty well off, and tends to think of itself as "capitalist." 
Perhaps even more damaging to the socialist cause, they 
have heard enough about socialist states to be very skep
tical about socialism, and usually hostile to governments 
they recognize as socialist. 

Fortunately for socialists, people in the West don't un
derstand socialism very well, and have difficulty recognizing 
the home-grown variety, especially when it's called some
thing else. In contrast to poorer countries, the people in 
the West who are most vulnerable to socialist propaganda 
are those who do not earn their living by physical labor. 
They are not as good for armed revolution, but better for 
slow political revolution. 

Socialists try to create economic crises by political agi
tation for the economic interference which will cause one. 
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be quite different from that to a group of economists. 
Socialists understand and apply this principle of commu• 
nication. 

Socialists understand, better than Libertarians seem to, 
that few people are swayed by facts and logic. The 
process usually works in reverse. People tend to accept 
facts and logic that support positions which they already 
hold for other reasons. 

As the socialists know too well, we must appeal to emo
tions and widely held values that people already have. 
People are seldom persuaded by explanations of why they 
are wrong. 

The first step in persuasion is to agree with people 
(there is always something you can agree with). The 
second step is to point out that to be true to our values 
they must advocate liberty, and that our common goals 
can be better achieved through liberty. 

Speak not with a stiff neck, 
Psalms75:5 

It is only by starting from where they are that you will be able to 
lead them, through effective communication, to where you want them 
to be. 

Ernest G, Ross, 1982 
In the final analysis, the reason the socialists (especially 

the communists) have been more successful than Liber
tarians is that they have been more organized and dedi
cated in selling their ideas. 

A job, a union, a club or a social meeting are, to a 
communist, first and foremost an opportunity to recruit 
members for the party and to influence opinion. They 
objectively criticize their own tactics (not their philosophy) 
and those of other communists with whom they work, 
without criticizing the person (we could learn from that!). 

They systematically try to improve their tactics and strat
egy, and to adapt to changing conditions. They have 
organized training programs to increase the effectiveness 
of each communist, combining practical experience with 
study and formal classes. 

Communists demand total commitment from each mem• 
ber. It becomes their life. This is one of their great 
strengths in attracting new recruits. People are impressed 
with the personal dedication of individual communists and 
want to associate with something that inspires that kind of 
enthusiasm. 

Many libertarians, especially intellectuals, find this ap
proach distasteful, but whatever contribution they wish to 
make to liberty should be welcome. However, they are in 
no position to condemn other libertarians who wish to 
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pursue liberty more vigorously and more effectively. 
Libertarians are properly concerned with the problem of 

"burnout" where activists feel overextended and drop out. 
But this is not caused by attending too many meetings or 
doing too many Libertarian projects. Rather, it is a moti
vation problem. 

The motivation problem, in turn, results from lack of 
internal education, and lack of satisfaction from their Lib
ertarian activities. In one test of the burnout theory, 
Libertarian meetings were increased from once every two 
months to twice a month, and made more interesting. 
Attendance promptly tripled! Interesting and productive 
activity generates more activity. 

One does resent being frequently bugged to finance, or 
work on, someone else's unsuccessful projects, when one's 
opinion about what to do, or how best to do it, is never 
solicited or considered. People work most enthusiastically 
on projects they feel are their own. They will be turned off 
if they feel their role is limited to implementing the pet 
schemes of the high command. Long and boring pro
grams, indecisive meetings, and time wasted because of 
poor organization are good turn-offs, too. 

However, one does not resent time and effort spent on 
something that is enjoyable, provides a feeling of worth
while personal accomplishment, and/or makes one a part 
of something important and successful. Success generates 
success. 

This requires leadership that provides: good internal 
communication so that people are inspired by the efforts 
and success of others; participation in decisions so that 
everyone feels it is their organization; a first class, on
schedule, professional approach with attention to detail (for 
example, newsletters should announce future, not just 
past, events), so that everyone feels proud to be 
associated with such a sharp organization; good 
matching of people's talents and interests with projects; 
a series of demanding but realistic intermediate goals 
that develop needed skills and make up a believable 
strategy for achieving the ultimate objectives; and internal 
education, training, resources, assistance and coordination 
to equip people to succeed in achieving the goals. 

These well-known guidelines apply to achieving success 
in any organization, including businesses, but they are cru
cially important for voluntary organizations of believers in 
individualism. 

The issue of power vs. liberty will be decided by the 
relative strengths of the socialist vs. the Libertarian move-



482 A Liberty Primer 

ments. Strength in the war of ideas is determined by 
strategy, numbers of supporters, their dedication and the 
appeal of the ideas. We have the great advantage in ideas, 
but will we also have the dedication, strategy and numbers 
of Libertarians that will be needed? 

Let's consider our options. 

Partisan Politics? 
Liberty is a political issue, as is anything to do with 

government. Expressing any opinion about government is 
a political act, as citizens of totalitarian countries well 
know. However, most people think of politics only as 
activities associated with partisan elections. What should 
Libertarians do about elections? 

Voting for the lesser of two evils might help keep things 
from getting worse quite as fast, but it has a greater bad 
effect, in that it supports the system of oppression. It 
sanctions injustice. 

Ask yourself how many Demopublicans left office in the 
last 200 years with the people enjoying more liberty than 
when they went in. If you can't vote for a Libertarian, it is 
better not to vote at all. 

Those who would give up essential liberty to purchase a little 
temporary safety, deserve neither liberty nor safety. 

Anonymous, 1755 

Lots Of Luck! 
Some may prefer to lobby legislators or try to work 

through the Republican or Democratic Parties. As long as 
they advance liberty more than they support statism, this 
can be justified as self-defense. However, this is difficult to 
do, and the best that could be hoped for is to slow the 
rate of growth of statism. One great problem is that to rise 
to real influence in these parties, it is necessary to be 
unprincipled. It is tough to be principled and unprincipled 
at the same time. 

Joining the government would draw me into the practice of those 
ridiculous pretensions which I cannot allow myself to do. 

Fukuzowa Yukichi, 1898 
Lobbying may be of some benefit if you are in a position 

to deliver substantial votes or campaign contributions. 
Those who can't deliver, and believe that legislators can be 
persuaded by logic and the "public interest"--instead of 
personal interest and bias--are truly optimists. Working 
within the "system" is a no-win strategy, and it usually 
wastes effort that could be helping change the system . 

... very little is done to preserve the system of private enterprise. 
There are only middle-of-the-roaders who think they have been 
successful when they have delayed for some time an especially 
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rvinovs measvre. They are always in retreat. They pvt vp today 
with measvres which only ten or twenty years ago they wovld have 
considered as vndiscvssable. They will in a few years acqviesce in 
other measvres which they today consider as simply ovt of the 
qvestion. 

Ludwig von Mises, 1952 
No politician who was not ovt for himself, and for himself alone, has 
ever drawn the breath of life in the United States. 

H. L. Mencken 
Don't think that a change in the mere form--withovt change in the 
spirit of men--can really alter anything, or make a new world. A 
voting majority that still believes in force, that still believes in 
crvshing and rvling a minority, can be jvst as tyrannovs, as selfish 
and blind, as any of the old rvlers. 

Auberon Herbert, 1906 
As for adopting the ways which the State has provided for remedying 
the evil. I know not of svch ways. They take too mvch time and a 
man's life will be gone. 

Henry David Thoreau, 1849 

Libertarian Politics 
Many Libertarians support the Libertarian Party. Liber

tarian political campaigns can multiply your effectiveness 
because of the free media publicity. The public is more 
receptive to considering political ideas around election 
time. 

Running for office is (unfortunately) viewed as a legiti
mate activity. We can turn this disadvantage into an ad
vantage for liberty by using the state's own system against 
the state. It's like using lemons to make lemonade. 

Working toward a definite goal of electing a Libertarian, 
with the vote to keep score on progress, is more exciting 
and satisfying to many Libertarians than the essential (but 
slow and hard-to-see) work of educating the public about 
liberty, especially when it's done person to person. 

Tvrn the rascals ovt! 
Charles A. Dana, 1872 

What democracy needs most is a party of liberty. 
H. L. Mencken 

For some reason, the press and public often seem to 
judge ideas on the basis of the position and power of the 
person offering the ideas. So even one elected Libertarian 
can do a lot more to spread the idea of liberty than can 
many Libertarians working in less effective ways. 

Libertarian candidates on the ballot offer voters a 
chance to make an unmistakable protest against the sys
tem. We now really have only a one party system, offering 
a choice between statists competing for the loot. Non
voting avoids sanctioning the system, but it may be con
fused with indifference to the choices. 

The main theory that every political campaign in the U. S. 
demonstrates is that the politicians of all parties. despite their 
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for liberty, without using facilities for communication, trans
port, finance, etc. owned or controlled by the state. 
Partisan politics sanctions state power more obviously, but 
it is a matter only of degree. 

History shows that small minorities can maintain state 
power unless actively resisted. The idea of starving the 
state to death by passive resistance--as an alternative to 
politics--is emotionally satisfying, but the overwhelming 
public support needed to wrest power from the ruling 
minority would be hard to bring about. 

It would be far easier and quicker to persuade the much 
smaller number of people required to elect Libertarians. 
Consider the arithmetic. Less than 40% of the total pop
ulation actually votes. As few as 51 % of the votes could 
elect Libertarians, and as few as 51 % of elections need to 
be won to control legislatures. Using politics, persuading 
less than 20% of the population to change their votes could 
end state oppression. 

Passive resistance demands much stronger dedication 
than changing one's vote. It involves the risk of very 
unpleasant consequences, and usually much greater effort. 
To achieve liberty through passive resistance would almost 
certainly require persuading a much larger number of peo
ple to participate in (and support) resistance, than is need
ed for voting. 

Thus, individuals would be more difficult to persuade, 
and many more of them would have to be persuaded. A 
bigger, more difficult job would surely take longer. Justice 
demands that we end state aggression as quickly as pos
sible with minimum human suffering. 

On the other hand, we will never be safe from the men
ace of statism until the public no longer accepts its pre
tense of moral legitimacy--a pretense which will be aided 
by our use of the electoral process. While elections can 
put us in a position to shrink the state and thereby dem
onstrate the benefits of liberty, they will not destroy the 
illusion of moral legitimacy. For that, education of the 
public is essential. 

The key is public understanding that robbery, extortion, 
fraud, assault, kidnapping and murder are no more morally 
justified when committed by government than when com
mitted by individuals. Actually, only individuals can commit 
crimes, so it would be more correct to say that crimes are 
not justified just because the criminal is an agent of a gang 
calling themselves the state. 

That government consists of people--just ordinary mortals--who have 
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knowing we are not working alone, and of hearing of oth
ers' successes. 

Liberty has never before been achieved, so we are nec
essarily learning from trial and error. At present, there is 
too much "reinventing of the wheel." We will be more 
efficient when we have better communications to coordi
nate our efforts so that we benefit from a greater division 
of labor. 

So, it appears that an effective strategy for liberty re
quires partisan politics along with political and economic 
education of the public. They are complementary, not 
competitive. Neither can do the job alone, and scholarship 
and other activities are required as well. Our real problem 
is that, after all is said and done about liberty, there is a lot 
more said than done. 

Certainly, no matter how liberty is achieved, it can be 
maintained only by constantly educating the public. Even 
in the future, when government is regarded as an ancient 
barbaric custom (as we now regard human sacrifice), it will 
be important to remember where the lust for power and 
plunder can lead. 

The condition upon which God hath given liberty to man is eternal 
vigilance; which condition if he break, servitude is at once the 
consequence of his crime and the punishment of his guilt. 

John Philpot Curran, 1790 
Obviously, Libertarians with different talents, preferences 

and ideas will choose different activities. It is sometimes 
felt that the Libertarian Party, with its greater visibility, has 
received more than its share of movement support. But it 
would be more fair to say that it has created its support, 
much of which would not have been drawn to educational 
or other activities. And because of its visibility, it has 
doubtlessly created support for other Libertarian activities. 

Just as some Libertarians enjoy communicating with 
intellectuals or the public through writing, speaking and 
attending conferences, other needed supporters are attrac
ted by the action, glamour and competition of electoral 
politics, or feel more secure with its appearance of legiti
macy. Many action• and results-oriented people would be 
turned off by what is', to them, the dull intellectual enter
prise of conventional educational methods. 

On the other hand, sources of money, such as business 
and foundations, may be willing or legally able to contrib
ute only to educational organizations and not to political 
ones. So not only will different Libertarians be attracted to 
different activities, but we also need different libertarian 
activities to maximize our numbers and resources. 

Perhaps unfortunately, to many people the words liber-
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tarian and libertarianism have come to mean only the polit• 
ical party, rather than the whole movement and the philos• 
ophy. This can sometimes be a liability when we're trying 
to educate the public. Some other words which might be 
used have been appropriated by socialists and conser• 
vatives. Probably liberty, freedom, individualism and free 
market are the best words to use when it is desired to 
avoid the implication of partisan politics. For example, the 
largest "non•political" Libertarian organization is The Soci
ety for Individual Liberty. 

However, if the Libertarian movement becomes too 
fragmented, we could not only lose the benefits of 
cooperation, but also the credibility and identity we need to 
attract public support. 

What is needed is not any shift in emphasis between 
partisan politics and educational or other activities. Lib• 
ertarians will support what they want anyway. What we 
need is much more of everything! And we need to be 
more dedicated, more professional and better organized in 
everything we do. 

Other Ways 
There are other ways, besides public education and 

politics, that Libertarians have chosen to seek liberty. 
Some try to live free, individually, by avoiding contact 

with government. The only practical way to avoid govern• 
ment is by hiding in the wilderness. Obviously this ap
proach is suitable tor only a very few people. 

One is, of course, not completely free if one cannot 
freely associate with others, and others are taxed and reg
ulated. It is outrageous that people should have to deny 
themselves the benefits of civilization to escape oppression. 

In order to have both liberty and the benefits of living in 
society with a free market, many Libertarians have for 
centuries thought of finding land somewhere to create a 
Libertarian country. Unfortunately, so far none of the plans 
have succeeded. The difficulty seems to be that a Liber
tarian country either must be so small and out of the way 
to avoid attracting attention that it is not viable; or, from 
the time it is founded, it must be large and strong enough 
to resist aggression by states which understand the mortal 
threat it poses to their power. 

Just as the example of the American Revolution toppled 
monarchies all over the world, so, too, would the example 
of a successful Libertarian country lead to a world revo
lution against statism. For example, not long ago, a seces
sion of a part of the New Hebrides Islands, led by Liber-
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unavoidable, it must be kept to the absolute minimum. 
Our forefathers risked everything in the American Revo

lution to establish that a monarch had no hereditary, or any 
other right to rule. Before that time the king's "divine 
right" was as unquestioned, as sacred a concept, as de
mocracy and the right of majorities to rule is today. 

Until Tom Paine's 1776 pamphlet, "Common Sense" 
shattered that illusion, the American colonists thought that 
their problem was only that the king's ministers were bad, 
and needed to be replaced by "good" ministers. When 
they realized that the problem was the system, not the men, 
they rejected monarchy and declared independence. Un
fortunately, they thought that the solution was a different 
system--democracy. So the oppressive foreign rulers were 
replaced with oppressive domestic rulers. 

The same misconception exists today. Most people still 
think that our only problem is the need to elect better 
rulers. 

But now we know that there is no such thing as a "good 
ruler." What is wrong is the system of rule. Democracy is 
not the solution. Its only value is as a means of achieving 
liberty. 

No one has the right to rule other human beings! What 
is unjust for one individual to do, is no more just if done by 
an individual "in the name of the state." If liberty is to 
prevail, we in our turn must lead the attack on the ideas 
that enslave us. We must rip the mask off government for 
all to see its naked evil! 

We no longer believe that it is just tor one man to govern two men, 
but we have yet to outgrow the absurd belief that it is just for two 
men to govern one man. 

Charles T. Sprading, 1913 
No human being, nor any number of human beings, have any right 
to make laws, and compel other human beings to obey them. To 
say that they have is to say that they are the masters and owners of 
whom they require such obedience. 

Lysander Spooner 
There are a thousand hacking at the branches of evil to one who is 
striking at the root. 

Henry David Thoreau, 1854 
If you know that a thing is unrighteous. then use all dispatch in 
putting an end to it--why wait till next year? 

Mencius, 330 B.C. 

Strategy and Principles 
While almost all Libertarians agree that we have the 

right of self-defense against oppression by the state, there 
are a variety of opinions about the morality and 
effectiveness of different defense strategies. The 
general interest and intensity of the discussion on these
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questions is a sign of health of the Libertarian movement 
as well as being our best protection from straying from 
our principles and wasting our resources. 

Applying libertarian principles to our strategy for liberty 
is really a question of the moral limits of self-defense 
against aggression. We have a right to take whatever 
actions are reasonably necessary to terminate aggression. 
So actions which are normally immoral, may become moral 
in self-defense. 

The major moral concern is to avoid violating the rights 
of innocent bystanders in our struggle with statism. There 
is little concern about agents of the state who make and 
enforce policy. They have obviously forfeited any moral 
rights because of the immensity and force of their aggres
sions. And it is impossible, for example, to make a false 
oath to, or deceive the state itself, because the state is an 
imaginary concept. 

The problem is with the public, which supports the state 
with votes and taxes, provides it with services, accepts the 
proceeds of its robberies and demands more, obeys its 
orders, vies for its monopolies and privileges, and spreads 
its propaganda. If they stopped collaborating with the 
state, its oppression would cease. Are these people inno
cent, or also agents of the state? Where can we logically 
draw the line? 

Is it immoral to defend our right to liberty by lying to the 
public, using tax money stolen from the public, taking ad
vantage of state power, etc.? ts it immoral to advocate 
tuition tax credits, especially without widely advertising that 
our ultimate goal is the elimination of "public" schools and 
their statist indoctrination, and with parents bearing all the 
costs of their children's education? Tax credits sound very 
Libertarian, but since the only way to obtain the credit 
against taxes is to spend money for a government-selected 
purpose in government-approved institutions, it is still a tax 
paid under threat of force. 

The answer is that such actions are not immoral. We 
have the moral right to take any necessary action for self
defense against state oppression. And we have that right 
even if innocent bystanders might be harmed, because 
there are no human rights if they cannot be defended. But 
in any case, it is clear is that there are no innocent 
bystanders. 

To different degrees, we are all guilty of supporting the 
state. We are still responsible even if we do it out of fear, 
ignorance or necessity, or because we have been de
ceived. We are at the same time victims of those who 













Chapter XXVI: Strategy For Liberty 499 

We are all constantly subjected to enormous efforts to 
influence our thinking, and thereby influence our behavior. 
The competition for our attention is intense. Distortion and 
deceit are not uncommon. People respond to all this with 
apathy. To penetrate this apathy, a new idea, no matter 
how wonderful, must be sold. To shorten the time it will 
take us to learn to sell effectively, we must profit from the 
success and failure of others. 

We must be guided by opinion polls and in-depth· at
titude studies--in short, market research. Which groups are 
most likely to favor which Libertarian ideas? Literature and 
other types of communication methods should be pre-test
ed on a sample of the intended audience, and modified and 
retested until the desired response is produced. Different 
literature, speeches, etc., must be developed for different 
audiences. We must compare the cost effectiveness of dif
ferent methods of communication. 

We need to follow plans and meet schedules, and to be 
efficient, determined and organized--all things many liber
tarians hate. It may not seem like it would be as much fun 
as doing what strikes our fancy on the spur of the moment. 
But winning is more fun than losing, and is the best tonic 
for morale. And winning, and a serious determination to 
keep winning, are vital to attract the numbers and caliber 
of people we need in order to succeed. 

We need more inspiring songs, poetry, novels and mov
ies about liberty. We need more slogans and words that 
communicate our ideas briefly and with emotional appeal. 
We need to learn to communicate the excitement of our 
vision of a Libertarian society, our passion for justice, our 
concern for the victims of the state, the ugliness of slavery, 
the morality of our cause, and the joy and rewards of 
participating in revolution to free the world. 

It is only natural that we should tend to concentrate our 
scarce resources on opposing the most outrageous injus
tices. But, realistically, there are too many gross injustices, 
and they are too firmly entrenched, for us to have much 
effect attacking them one at a time. So our efforts should 
be directed toward increasing our ability to fight injustice. 
Often, of course, a campaign against some particular  
injustice may serve both purposes. 

We must work, not only to increase our own strength, 
but also to weaken the state. Taking advantage -0f op
portunities to weaken the state may require advancing non
libertarian or distasteful positions. 

For example, the public seems upset about government 
employees getting paid more than private workers. The 
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To most people nothing is more troublesome than the effort of 
thinking. 

James Bryce, 1901 
Come now, and let us reason together. 

Isaiah· 1; 17 
The best way to encourage people to think is to ask 

questions. Keep asking questions like: What right does 
government have to do this? Who has the right to decide 
this question? At whose expense? Or, Do you believe that 
violence really solves problems? 

If someone appears to have a persuasive argument that 
some government action is beneficial, ask questions. The 
facts (especially statistics) are wrong and incomplete; the 
conclusion is illogical; there are better, just ways of gaining 
the benefit; or there will be unanticipated bad conse
quences; and usually all of these. 

Bad ideas are usually exposed as silly when carried to 
their logical extreme. Try to answer a question with a 
question. Get them to defend statism instead of you trying 
to prove that with liberty everything will be perfect. After 
all, it is they who want to run your life, so they should 
have to justify it. 

Find out their objections and concerns about liberty. 
Concentrate on these problems rather than what is 
important to you. They will answer their own question if 
you ask them the right questions. Tell them about our 
ideas only when they ask and really want to know. They 
are more likely to ask if they aren't afraid of having to sit 
through a long lecture. Don't discuss too many ideas at 
one time. Let them have time to think. 

When you are explaining liberty, it is very important to 
communicate in words that can be understood by the lis
tener, and to communicate from the viewpoint of the lis
tener. For example, the same idea may need to be ex
plained differently to liberals than to conservatives, be
cause they have different concerns and perspectives. You 
might tell a liberal why liberty is good for the poor, and a 
conservative why it is good for him and that it is the 
"American way." 

Libertarians tend to use unfamiliar words and different 
meanings for ordinary words. A lot of differences in 
opinion are really differences in definitions of words. Early 
in any discussion of liberty, try to get agreement on 
definitions. It can save a lot of time, and maybe avoid 
losing a new Libertarian. 

Avoid the temptation to relieve your frustrations by trying 
to shock people with our most radical ideas. People who 
like being obnoxious would do more for liberty by working 
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us can make a difference. It is not a trivial task to bring 
the state to its knees. But we can have liberty and the 
peace, justice and prosperity it will bring, if we have the 
will to do it. 

Finally, unity and unanimity are not essential for the 
success of the Libertarian movement. Diversity is un
avoidable and desirable. But we do need cooperation and 
mutual support. So if you feel the need to criticize other 
Libertarians who may not be working for liberty as ef
fectively as they could, be helpful and constructive rather 
than negative. Even better, demonstrate a more suc
cessful way. Remember--a friend of liberty is a friend! 

* * * * * * * * 
0 ye that love mankind! Ye that dare oppose, not 
only the tyl'anny, but the tyrant, stand forth! Every 
spot of the old world is over-run with oppression. 
Freedom hath been hunted round the globe ... O! Re
ceive the fugitive and prepare in time an asylum for 
mankind. 

Tom Paine, 1776 * * * * 

Tom Paine, 1737 - 1809 
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principles. 
Some of the questions are provocative enough to take 

up an entire discussion meeting. So it is a good idea for 
participants to review the questions and think about their 
opinions in advance. This will save time in the meeting for 
discussion of other questions. 

Note that some of the questions are phrased as they 
might be asked by a statist. Watch for the hidden 
assumptions! (You can make it a game with points for 
identifying each hidden assumption and collective term.) 
And if you think any question can be answered in one 
word, you probably haven't thought about it enough. 

The facilitator must keep the discussion focussed on 
answering the review questions or little will be accom
plished. The facilitator might say something like, "That's 
an interesting subject, but why don't we save it for our 
Chapter XIII discussion when we can also consider related 
questions?" Or, "Why don't we discuss that later, after we 
have covered the list of questions for this evening?" 

The purpose of the questions is to get discussion going 
and guide it so that all of major concepts are discussed. 
While increasing knowledge about liberty is important, the 
primary objective of discussion is not to aid in memorizing 
Libertarian facts, positions and answers. The reason for a 
group discussion is for the participants to help each other 
to understand the principles and applications of liberty 
so that everyone will be able to analyze issues, events and 
questions as they arise. 

Many Libertarians lack confidence to talk about liberty 
with friends and acquaintances, to write letters to the 
editor, to publicly speak about and debate the issues, or to 
answer the questions of an audience or of media reporters. 
But we will never have liberty if we are unwilling to explain 
and defend it. 

The most important factor in having confidence is to 
know that even if you have forgotten about, or are un
familiar with, an issue, you will be able to analyze and 
explain the principles and errors involved. A discussion 
group provides an opportunity to practice explaining and 
defending ideas, and to thereby gain the needed confi
dence. And the confidence will be justified, for principled 
Libertarian questions and logic can easily demolish so
cialist dogma. 

In the early days of America. the most urgent need was for some 
means of. self-defense for the average man, and the revolver was 
regarded as "the great equalizer" of men. But today, men need the 
means of intellectual self-defense even more urgently. And the 
principled man's guide to self-defense--his "great equalizer"--is his 

-
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power to reason. 
Robert James Bidinotto, 1982 

Each participant will be enriched by the ideas, viewpoint 
and experiences of the others. Our sources of truth are 
our own personal experiences and knowledge, analyzed by 
reason, not external authority, including this book. A 
sound rule is that people who discourage debate of  all 
sides of an issue, appeal to emotions, criticize the arguer 
instead of the argument, or say, "trust me," are probably 
wrong. 

The facilitator should ensure that every participant gets 
involved in the discussion, by directing questions to anyone 
who hesitates to join in the discussion. (This is not a 
common problem except in large groups.) 

The first person answering will often provide an answer 
that the others will merely agree with, perhaps with ad
ditions or qualifications. So the facilitator should give 
everyone the opportunity to be the first to answer a 
question by rotating the order in which participants re
spond. Everyone should give his/her answer to a review 
question before any criticism of other answers is allowed. 

To have useful and enjoyable meetings that participants 
will look forward to attending, the facilitator must not stray 
from the role of facilitator. He or she should refrain from 
participating in the discussion, and especially from arguing 
with a participant. The facilitator should not approve, 
disapprove or criticize anyone's answer or opinions. 

Each participant must be tolerant of the opinions of 
others. Differences of opinion should be debated only by 
appealing to reason, not by criticizing the persons holding 
the opinions. 

If a participant is discourteous to other participants, it is 
the responsibility of the facilitator to request (preferably in 
private) an appropriate change in behavior. If the par
ticipant insists on being rude and insulting, the facilitator 
should politely, and in private, withdraw permission to at
tend the meetings. Note, however, that this applies only to 
people who are obnoxious, and not to those who merely 
hold unpopular opinions. Indeed, a participant who advo
cated statism could be very helpful to a discussion group. 

As far as possible, everyone·s questions, criticisms and 
objections should be resolved by discussion, aided by the 
facilitator's questions. The purpose of trying to resolve 
differences of opinion is not to achieve unanimous group• 
think, but rather to encourage everyone to think and argue 
logically, and to understand the arguments against their 
position. 

Often, what appears to be a difference of opinion is 
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nography. Such subjects can be discussed in groups of as 
many as 50 people, and study in advance is not essential. 

One approach would be to announce a meeting to 
discuss some controversial subject, and, at the end, offer 
those who would like to continue discussions an oppor
tunity to enlist in a group you are organizing. With any 
approach, interest can be increased by showing a prize
winning Libertarian film such as "The Incredible Bread 
Machine," or other films produced by World Research, Inc., 
which are available on YouTube.

More participants should be recruited than the number 
desired, because there will probably be attrition due to 
schedule conflicts and disinterest (even shock). If you start 
with 15, you may have only the optimum 8 • 1 O after a few 
meetings, but this, of course, will depend on the motivation 
of the participants. 

If every participant in a discussion group becomes a 
facilitator for a new group, the ideas of liberty can spread 
like wildfire. The discussion facilitator should offer to as
sist each participant in starting new discussion groups. 
One good way to train new discussion facilitators is to 
rotate the responsibility to lead discussions among the 
participants, after they observe a few meetings to see how 
it should be done. 

How many questions are discussed at each discussion 
meeting will depend on the group and the time available. 
Ideally, a meeting should be devoted to each chapter, ex
cept that the first two and the last two chapters should be 
discussed together (a total of 24 meetings). The number of 
meetings could be further reduced by having seven meet
ings that would each combine two related shorter chapters 
(a total of 19 meetings). Those chapters are: I and 11, VII 
and VIII, XII and XIII, XVI and XVII, XX and XXI, XXIII 
and XXIV, and XXV and XXVI. At the end of whatever 
discussion series format is adopted, everyone will know a 
great deal more about liberty, the world, each other and 
themselves. 

I. Liberty And Libertarians
What is liberty? What is the opposite of liberty? 
How can we be free to do something if we lack the 

ability to do it? 
Who are Libertarians? 
Why do we need to study liberty? 
What are the most important questions about liberty for 

which we need answers? 
Why are Libertarians not in favor of having the ideal 
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Under what circumstances would it be moral for a 
Libertarian to lie, and why? 

Give examples of situations in which it would be, and 
would not be, moral to organize boycotts and 
protests. 

What motivates people other than self interest? 
What is our moral obligation to help other people, and 

why? What is wrong with altruism? 
Explain the psychological techniques used by exploiters. 
Why do many people fail to consistently judge issues by 

(and follow) moral principles? 
Is there an absolute right and wrong, and why? 
What's wrong with just being practical? 

V. Liberty And Property Rights
Why do we need property rights to have liberty?
How free are we, compared to complete liberty?
Why is there no difference between human rights and

property rights? 
Give examples of personal or civil liberties which do not 

require economic liberty. 
Why do we need property rights, and why can't every

thing just be left unowned or owned in common? 
Who has the right to become the first owner of property, 

and why? 
In what other ways can someone become the just owner 

of property? 
How much land can a first owner justly claim, and how 

far above and below the land do his/her ownership 
rights extend? 

What are the rights of ownership, and what questions 
can be decided by ownership? 

How can littering be controlled, and who should pay for 
cleaning it up? 

If all land were privately owned, how could people with
out land find room to exist? 

What harm does government ownership of resources 
cause? 

What is the difference between breach of contract and 
fraud? 

How can you tell whether a binding contract has been 
made? 

Does paying a "consideration," or down payment, make 
a contract binding, and why? 

When you make a contract, what is your responsibility 
for the satisfaction and safety of the other party? 

If you knew that land contained valuable mineral de-
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ernment, in controlling pollution? 
How would you define poverty? 
How could the free market do a better job than gov

ernment, in protecting the poor, those unable to take 
care of themselves and those who do not know what 
is best for themselves? 

How would you respond to someone who said that Lib
ertarians don't have compassion for the poor 
and underprivileged? 

IX Free Money 
Who is harmed by inflation, and why? 
What is inflation, what causes it, and why does it in

crease prices? 
How would a free market bank differ from present 

banks? 
Why is it that an increase in the price of one specific 

thing will not increase the average price level, unless 
there is inflation? 

Who advocates inflation, and why? 
How does inflation create temporary prosperity? 
What problems does inflation cause, and why? 
What should be included in the total cost of inflation? 
Why does it take a continuously increasing inflation to 

maintain an inflationary boom? 
What caused the great depression of the 1930s, and 

how was it ended? 
How would you answer someone who asks, "If free 

enterprise works, why did we have the Great 
Depression?" 

What is wrong with the government regulating the money 
supply to prevent disrupti\}e b usiness cycles? 

What is stagflation, and what causes it? 
How could inflation be stopped and be prevented from 

happening again? 
Why isn't recession a cure for inflation? 
Why wouldn't there be chaos if the government didn't 

issue and regulate the value of money? 
How does government borrowing affect the economy? 
Why does government like to borrow money, and why do 

banks like to lend it to them? 
What should be done to solve the crises in the inter

national financial system? 
Comment on the following actual news story: 

The chief industrial countries can now safely promote faster 
economic growth because of the progress they have made in 
reducing inflation. finance and foreign ministers from the 24 
member nations of the Organization for Economic Cooperation 
and Development said yesterday. 
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What is wrong with government providing assistance to 
the unemployed so they won't suffer as much while 
waiting for jobs to become available? 

Why shouldn't women, young people and aliens be 
prevented from taking jobs away from men who are 
supporting families? 

How does automation affect employment, and why? 
What should be done to create more jobs? 
How would a minimum wage law affect union mem

bership, and why? 
What right do union workers have to protect their jobs 

and wages? 
Reply t,o the following (actual) letter to the editor: 

I think because of the economy today now would be the 
perfect time to start the 32 hour work week with 32 hours paid. 
This would have to be nationwide. This would employ many 
more people. It would cut unemployment rolls, put people back 
to work, plus now they would be paying taxes, social security, 
etc. instead of collecting. For those who could not get along on 
32 hours, we could take a part-time job to make up the 
difference. Jobs would be plentiful. More leisure time would be 
available for many people. 

XII Monopolies 
Name some examples of monopolies that are not pro

tected by the government. 
Without government regulation, what would prevent un

fair competition and monopolies from harming con
sumers? 

What are the actual effects of antitrust laws? 
What would happen if the antitrust laws were repealed? 
Why do antitrust laws harm small companies more than 

large companies? 
How would you run a business to avoid problems with 

antitrust laws? 
Should government allow people to conspire to fix 

prices, and why? If so, should price fixing agree
ments be enforceable in court, and why? 

Why are antitrust laws unjust? 
Who benefits from antitrust laws, and why? 
If antitrust laws are so bad, why were they passed, and 

why do we still have them? 
Why is a free market monopoly impossible? 
How does government encourage companies to become 

larger than they would be in a free market? 
Assuming you had plenty of money, describe how you 

could go about getting and keeping a monopoly for 
some· manufactured product. 

Same . as above except for a corner on some natural 
product. 
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XIII The Real  Monopolies 
Why shouldn't government own, grant and regulate mo

nopolies to protect consumers from cutthroat compe
tition, and to ensure adequate supply of esseotial 
services? 

If monopolies are not in the public interest, why does 
government grant them? 

What problems occur when government operates a med• 
ical care system? 

Why shouldn't we save money by eliminating the dup
lication of wasteful competition? 

In general, what would happen if government's power to 
own, grant and regulate monopolies were abolished? 

Without government licensing, hQw would we know 
which doctors are competent? 

What would happen if bus systems, taxis, and other 
forms of local transportation were privatized and de
regulated? 

What would prevent utility monopolies from charging 
outrageous prices if the government monopoly fran
chise and regulation were suddenly ended? 

It's convenient to have government build and maintain 
roads and streets, so what's the harm, and why 
should we have to take care of it ourselves? 

If roads and streets were all private, who would maintain 
them and build new ones, and what would prevent 
the chaos of having different traffic rules and signs, 
and having to frequently stop to pay tolls? What 
would prevent owners from discriminating against 
minorities? 

XIV Thought Control 
How could we maintain our democratic form of gov

ernment if government didn't require that all children 
be taught to be responsible citizens? 

How could we keep our country unified, and promote 
social harmony if every religious, racial, ethnic and 
socio-economic group had their own schools instead 
of mixing in public schools? 

How would children be assured a good education if 
compulsory education laws didn't require that they be 
sent to approved schools? 

Why shouldn't the community decide what children are 
taught and the experiences they are exposed to in 
school? 

What are the obligations of parents in the education of 
their children? 
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How would you answer someone who asks, "Is i t  true 
you Libertarians want to legalize heroin?" 

What should be the Libertarian position about children 
being involved in "victimless crimes" such as drugs, 
prostitution and pornography? (If you solve this 
problem, please notify the author.) 

Why are people motivated to support gun control or 
prohibition? How do these reasons differ from those 
of people who support other "victimless crime laws?" 

What are the arguments for and against gun control? 
j'that is your position, and why? 

-- --what are the main differences between Libertarian civil 
law and the present system of civil law, and how does 
Libertarian civil law differ from Libertarian criminal 
law? 

Who should be responsible for restitution if one of your 
employees injures another of your employees, or an 
innocent passerby? 

Under what conditions should there be legal imitations 
on liability? 

Does nuclear power violate human rights, and why? 
What problems might be caused if eminent domain laws 

were abolished, and how could these problems be 
solved? 

How could we know what laws to obey without a leg
islature to decide? 

Explain why everyone being good is not necessary to 
achieve a Libertarian society, but it is necessary for 
the concept of government to be valid. 

If people's behavior can be influenced according to what 
they read and see on television, shouldn't TV be con
trolled to encourage better' behavior? 

What is the best way to reduce the crime rate, and why? 

XIX. Foreign Relations And Defense
How would living in a Libertarian world be different from 

the present? 
What would be the best way for people living in a Lib

ertarian country to aid those people living in other 
countries who seek more freedom? 

What are the moral limits to defense against aggression? 
Is mutual deterrence a moral and effective way to pro

mote peace? Why? 
Are nuclear weapons moral? Why? 
How should a Libertarian America be defended against a 

non-Libertarian world? 
Is disarmament a good idea? Why? 
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Could a Ubertarian America justify using a government 
to force people to pay for defense and go along with 
defense policy? Why? 

What are the pros and cons of a non-interventionist 
foreign policy? What is your view? 

What should be the Libertarian position on defense and 
foreign policy in the present non-Libertarian world? 

What's wrong with mutual defense treaties? After all, 
people have a right to agree to help each other 
against an aggressor. 

What should be the Libertarian attitude toward the 
United Nations? 

Why shouldn't America give aid to foreign countries 
when it will help to defend themselves and us against 
communism? 

What would you say to someone who said that the 
welfare state is necessary to keep us and other 
countries from going communist? 

How would you answer someone who said that im
migration should be drastically reduced to protect 
American jobs and the American way of life? 

Reply to the following (actual) letter to the editor: 
If Americans would purchase American-made products we 

could control how much is imported from other countries. Even 
if we have to pay a few extra dollars, i fs better than paying it 
through our taxes to unemployment and welfare. Let's give 
people back their dignity by creating jobs for them and securing 
the jobs we already have. 

What is the effect of a surplus or  deficit in the balance 
of trade? 

What is the~ moral difference between conscription and 
being forced to pay for defense? 

What causes war? 
Why is it that the more socialistic a government is, the 

more likely a nation is to go to war? 
What are the principal theories on how to prevent war, 

and the pros and cons for each? 
Should America have fought its many wars, and why? 
How would you answer someone who said that wars are 

caused by greedy defense industries? 
How would you answer someone who said that we need 

a war to have jobs and prosperity? 
Should Libertarians trade with foreign countries, where 

goods are produced by slave labor? 
What's wrong with having a world government that could 

end war between nations? 

XX. Is Liberty Right Or Left?
What is wrong with the left-right system of political clas-
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Compare the moral position of government with that of 
the Mafia. 

What are the arguments for and against a minimum 
government, and what should be the Libertarian .po
sition? 

If no one had power, who would keep order? 
What are the arguments for and against taxation? 
Reply to the following (actual) letter to the editor: 

I have a lot of friends who are waitresses and bartenders and 
they get away without paying tax on their tips they don't claim at 
all. Other people that work have to claim it all and are paying 
out taxes and why shouldn't they? That's the way I feel about it. 

How could government be operated without taxation? 
Explain how liberty could cut the crime rate by over 

90%. 
Should Libertarians advocate the gradual or the im

mediate elimination of government oppression, and 
why? 

What should Libertarians do when they gain control of 
the government of your city and of your state? 

When Libertarians are in control of the national gov
ernment, how should they go about reducing govern
ment? 

What should be the Libertarian position on paying gov
ernment debt, and why? 

XXIII. Why Government?
What are the techniques governments use to maintain

their power? 
What has been the historical relationship of governments 

to intellectuals and · artists, and why? 
How does government use its control of education to 

maintain its power? 
Discuss what you feel are the main reasons people sup

port statism. 
How would you answer someone who says, "I'm paying 

for it, so I might as well get my share?" 
How would you answer someone who accused you of 

being unpatriotic for criticizing the government? 
What is the best way to convince people to support 

liberty instead of statism? 
How can you tell whether or not someone is a statist? 
How do you think liberty could be achieved within the 

next twenty years? 

XXIV. Speaking Of Liberty
Explain what is wrong with Lincoln's famous quote,

"Government of the people, by the people, and for 







Recommended Reading 

The order of listing in each section considers three in
consistent factors--importance, difficulty and cost. Only a 
very few of the books, magazines and organizations of 
interest to a Libertarian are listed. Some may fault the 
selections, but the author believes they are the most 
useful to someone new to the libertarian movement. 

Books can be special ordered from bookstores. Some 
books are available also through The Institute for 
Humane Studies, Cato Institute, Foundation for Economic 
Education and the Libertarian Party; URLs are in the
Magazines and Organizations section. 

Basic 

For those with very limited time or budget--all are paper
backs and easy to read. 

For a New Liberty •· Murray Rothbard (325pp, $6.95); a 
classic general book on liberty. 

Atlas Shrugged •· Ayn Rand (1084pp, $4.95); Ayn Rand's 
masterpiece--presents her philosophy in an exciting 
novel. 

Natural Law •· Lysander Spooner (20pp, $0.75); the case 
for natural law. 

The Law •· Frederic Bastiat (76pp, $1.25); written in 1850, 
reads as if it were written today. (Note: this is included 
in Selected Essays in Political Economy, listed under 
Economics) 

No Treason •· Lysander Spooner (72pp, $2.50); written 
over 100 years ago, but still the best attack on the 
legitimacy of government. Read this book! 

Economics in  One Lesson •· Henry Hazlitt (2I4pp, $5.95); 
easy to· read economics for laymen. 

The Incredible Bread Machine .. Campus Studies lnsti• 
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tute (183pp); explains why government doesn't work.
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General 

The Road to Serfdom •· Friedrich A. Hayek (240pp, 
$4.95); why government can't work. 

The Right and Wrong of Compulsion By the State •· 
Auberon Herbert (425pp, $3.50); a collection of wonder
ful essays written between 1880 and 1906. 

A New Beginning .. Ed Clark (135pp, $1.00); campaign 
book by 1980 Libertarian Party candidate for President. 

Society for Individual Liberty Issue Papers (set of about 50 
papers, $2.00); the address is listed under magazines. 

Libertarian Party Platform and Issue Papers; the address is 
listed under magazines. 

Restoring the American Dream •· Robert Ringer (316pp) 
      general case for liberty in laymen's language. 
The Moon is a Harsh Mistress •· Robert Heinlein (302pp) 

great science fiction about libertarian colony on the 
moon. 

Defending the Undefendable • Walter Block (256pp) 
how some unpopular people help make the econo- 
my work. 

The Libertarian Alternative •· Tibor Machan (549pp) 
a collection of essays on liberty--somewhat academ- 
ic. 

Liberalism •· Ludwig von Mises (207pp); principles of lib-
erty from economic viewpoint. 

Civil Disobedience .. Henry David Thoreau; the "bible" 
of non-violent protest written in 1849 and later success
fully used by Gandhi and many others. Only 19 pages 
long, it is usually found in books with other writings of 
Thoreau, sometimes titled Essay on Civil Disobe
dience, or The Duty of Civil Disobedience. For 
example, Walden and Civil Disobedience 
(254pp). 
Almost anything by Lysander Spooner, Frederic Bastiat, 

Ayn Rand, Ludwig von Mises, Henry Hazlitt, Milton Fried
man and especially Murray Rothbard is worth reading. 

HHiissttoorryy

CCoonncceeiivveedd  iinn  LLiibbeerrttyy, Volumes I-V -- Murray Rothbard
American history from 1600 to 1800. Fascinating! 
History as it really happened, rather than the 
fairy tales taught in government schools. 
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Forty Centuries of Wage and Price Controls .. Schuet

linger and Butler (180pp); you'd think we'd learn!   
The Triumph of Conservatism - Gabriel Kolko (331 pp) 

Business asked for government regulation. 
The Politicization of Society .. Kenneth Templeton 

(542pp); collection of essays. 

Philosophy 

The first three "Basic" books are also good on Philos
ophy. 

Capitalism, The Unknown Ideal -- Ayn Rand (349pp) 
the title says it all. 

For The New Intellectual •· Ayn Rand (192pp, $1.95); se
lection of Rand's writings. 

Two Treatises of Government •· John Locke (477pp) 
a classic, written 300 years ago. 

Social Statics •· Herbert Spencer (426pp); good 
libertarian analysis of government, written in 1850. 
Nothing has changed. 

Vices Are Not Crimes •· Lysander Spooner (46pp); 
the case against victimless crime laws. 

The Ethics of Liberty •-Murray Rothbard (268pp) 
summary of Rothbard's views on Libertarian 
philosophy. 

Anarchy, State and Utopia ..Robert Nozick {353pp) 
argues for minimum state. This 1974 classic is heavy 
reading, but full of good stuff between the 
academic razzle-dazzle. 

EEccoonnoommiiccss  

TThhee  Weeaalltthh  ooff  NNaattiioonnss -· Adam Smith (622pp); the 1776
    classic by the father of economics.
SSeelleecctteedd  EEssssaayyss  OOnn  PPoolliittiiccaall  EEccoonnoommyy (335pp) and  
EEccoonnoommiicc  SSoopphhiissmmss (221 pp) •· Frederic Bastiat; 

Written between 1849 and 1850, the essays collected in 
these two books are still among the best popular 
explanations of why government interference in the 
economy harms everyone. Often uses amusing parables. 
Especially good on foreign protectionism. The first book 
includes The Law, which is listed under Basic Books. 
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Free to Choose •· Milton & Rose Friedman (326pp, $2.95); 
popular account of the economic benefits of liberty. 

What Has Government Done to Our Money? •· Murray 
Rothbard (62pp, $2.00); best explanation of inflation. 
Power and Market •·  Murray Rothbard (296pp) the  
the economic effect of government. Highly recom-
mended! 

The Government Against The Economy •· George Reis
man (207pp); non-technical account of how 
government intervention causes harm. 

Earth's Resources • Robert Smith (150pp); how govern- 
ment causes pollution and discourages conservation. 

The Ultimate Resource •· Julian L. Simon 455pp 
debunks resource scarcity and shows why mankind 
is the ultimate resource. 

Antitrust and Monopoly--Anatomy of a Policy Fail• 
ure .. Dominick T. Armentano (292pp); 1982 revision 
of his 1972 book, Myths of Antitrust. 

(945pp), general explanation of economic principles.

MMaann,,  EEccoonnoommyy  aanndd  SSttaattee •· Murray Rothbard 

PPssyycchhoollooggyy   

TThhee  AAnnttii--CCaappiittaalliisstt  MMeennttaalliittyy  .. Ludwig von Mises (128pp); why     

TThhee  DDiissccoouurrssee  ooff  Voolluunnttaarryy  SSeerrvviittuuddee •· Etienne de la
statists think that way. 

Boetie (88pp); Oldie but goodie! Beautifully written in 1553, 
it explains why people submit to tyranny when they could 
have liberty by refusing to serve. 

TThhee  PPssyycchhoollooggyy  ooff  FFrreeeeddoomm •· Peter Breggin (254pp) 

this easy-to-read book explains why liberty is essential for 
happiness and fulfillment. Emphasizes ethics and 
children's rights. 

TThhee  PPssyycchhoollooggyy  ooff  SSeellff--EEsstteeeemm  .. Nathaniel Branden (245pp);
similar to the above books but more philosophical and 
technical. 
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Liberty International newsletter, free, liberty-intl.org; 

The Freeman, free on request; The Foundation for Eco
nomic Education, fee.org conservative-leaning monthly
libertarian magazine.     

Literature of Liberty, $12.00; Institute for Humane Stud
ies, theihs.org; quarterly scholarly journal with 
summaries of articles published in other journals. The 
Institute for Humane Studies holds many conferences 
and seminars throughout the U.S. on economics, law, 
philosophy, history, etc., related to liberty. 

Cato Journal, Cato Institute, 1000 Massachusetts Ave 
NNWW,,  WWaasshhiinnggttoonn,,  DD..CC..  2200000011  ccaattoo..oorrgg;;  aallssoo  ppuubblliisshheess  PPoolliiccyy  
RReeppoorrtt,,  bbooookkss,,  eettcc..    SSeemmii--aannnnuuaall  sscchhoollaarrllyy  jjoouurrnnaall..

LP News, Libertarian Party, 1444 Duke St, Alexandria VA 
22314, LP.org 800 353 2887

good libertarian newsletter.

Magazines and Organizations 

Subscribe to as many as possible! 
Reason Magazine, Reason Foundation, 5737 Mesmer Ave,

Los Angeles, CA 90230 reason.com; well written lib
ertarian monthly magazine. The Reason Foundation 
also publishes Reason Papers, books, etc.

The Crowd ·· Gustave LeBon (219pp, $6.50); written in 
1895, but still one of the best books on mass psy
chology. 
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adults, consenting, 141 
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360; techniques, 498 
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by light, 46; majority against, 
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supports aggression, 366; will to 
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alienation, 433 
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apathy, 499 
application of libertarian princi• 
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arms race, 369, 477 
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determine our fortunes. 155; 

about gov't by the public, 430; 
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automation, 96, 97; debunking the 
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automobile 

economical, 151; industry looks 
concentrated, 218 
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banks, 136; bailout, 175; con• 

trolled by gov'ts, 392; deposits 
invested in goll't bonds, 162; 
eliminate gov'! power over, 174; 
loans repaid by inflation, 167; 
loans to foreigners, 175, 379, 
380; loans to gov'ts, 17; as 
money warehouse, 161; support 
gov't borrowing, 175; support 
socialism, 330; & tyranny, 175 
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blacks, 352; a/so see minorities 
bonds, gov't, 161 
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Breggin, Peter. 54 
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296; decide improvements, 230; 
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137; mergers, 221; new, 121, 
137; relocation of, 296-299; 
small, 220 
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button, push the, 425 
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candidate, 454, 458 
capital, 95-98, 297-299; confis

cated by gov't, 100; control of, 
393; doubled without Social 
Security, 328; dried up by gov't, 
221; gains, 162, 236; goods 
industry, 171; intellectual, 282; 
investment theory, 199; needed 
to create jobs & increase pro
duction, 169, 216; wasted by 
subsidizing business, 89; un
available for new jobs, 195; 
ways to raise, 136 

capitalism, 393 
capitalist 

exploiters, 471; "greed," 206 
cargo cult, 282 
censorship, 238, 316, 411; by 

gov't postal service, 229 
census, as privacy invasion, 238 
central planning, see planning, 

gov't 
certifying, by private organization, 

135 
chaining, 143 
chain letter, 327 
charity, 99, 100; as aid for chil

dren, 285; role of private, 154-
158; for "selfish" reasons, 59, 
60 

children, 15; aid for, 285; become 
independent, 245, 247; build on 
higher foundation, 282; as cap
ital investment, 286; decision on 
having, 285, 286; handicapped, 
255; little libertarians, 5; living 
conditions, 250; need informa
tion & experience, 244; other 
people's, 246; of poor-, 155; as 
property, 239; protected, 156; 
rights of, 51 

choices, 461; limited by consumer 
advocates, 149 

Christmas, 104 
civil disobedience, 490 
civilization 

decline, 27; "end of," 360 
civil libertarians, 399 

class, 304; traitor to your, 471 
classification, political, 383-400 
Clayton Act, 209 
Club of Rome, 272 
collectivism, 35-40, 309-333, 371, 

388, 389; a philosophy; 307; 
system of ownership, 69 

collusion, 213 
common good, 83, 85, 105, 372; 

economy managed for, 378; 
justifies gov't spying, 238; peo
ple sacrificed for, 443 

communication 
internal, 487, 488, 499; from lis
tener's viewpoint, 502; skills, 
503 

communism, 383-393, 414; de
mands total commitment, 480; 
"historical inevitability of," 474 

community 
consumer insensitive to, 297; 
global, 272; used as statist 
propaganda, 403 

compassion, 455; justifying steal
ing, 62, 403, 406; Libertarians 
"don't have," 421; to lift burden 
of gov't, 157; not motive for 
redistribution, 324; socialists ex
press for poor, 405 

competent, 52; consumers aren't, 
119 

competition, 209-237; 119-127; 
can't be eliminated, 302; & 
costs, 231; cutthroat, 124; de
fined by bureaucrats & judges, 
212; destructive, 126; discour
aged, 240; healthy, 124; in
efficient, 120; makes companies 
grow, 329; prevented by gov't, 
255; from unemployed, 196; 
unfair, 210 

compliance, 63 
compulsory, 63 
Confederation, Articles of, 17 
confidence 

destroyed, 477; game, 152, 434; 
to speak for liberty, 508 

conflict, 48-50 
confusion, 470-473 
conscription, 345, 373, 374 
conservation, 7 4, 271, 292; 

argument in perspective, 277 
conservatives, 39, 360, 384, 388; 

definition, 385 
conspiracy, 341, 342 
Constitution, 17, 399, 444, 444, 

446, 450, 451 
consumer advocates, 148 
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Consumer Products Safety Com
mission, 138 

consumers, 121, 148-153; antitrust 
laws against, 209; & auto pol
lution, 145; benefit from utility 
competition, 232; borrow cheap 
money, 164; can't use gov't 
force, 215; complaints unre
solved, 151; conserve at higher 
prices, 280; fickle, 296; future, 
185; harmed by no speculation, 
185; hurt by FDA, 135; no 
choice under socialism, 387; 
preferences of, 297, 298; vote 
on monopolies, 228; willing to 
buy safety, 139 

consumption 
limited by human talent, 281; 
"unnecessary," 278 

contracts, 76-80; breach of, 42, 
76-79, 150; freedom of, 21, 33;
future performance, n; implied,
76-78; to limit liability, 356; not
to duplicate product, 268; with
sex partners, 269; for silence,
270; social, 447 

contributions, political, 19 
control 

of emigration, foreign trade & 
hours of work, 190; of land, 
279; of people, 178; price, see
price controls; of rent, 189; of 
thought, 238-270; of wages, 
197; by workers, 386, 387 

convention 
varies by culture, 45 

conversation with a statist, 443-
460 

cooperation, 186; all gain by, 34; 
needed among Libertarians, 
505; voluntary, 360 

copyrights, 262, 266 
corporations 

associations of people, 299 
corruption 

use as defense, 130 
Cortes, 317 
cost, 183; cost-benefit analysis, 

127; legal, 23, 354; of living 
raised by inflation, 159; sepa
rated from benefit, 104, 105; 
"socializing" the, 106 

counterfeiting, 79, 165, 174 
courts 

gov't invoived in, 147, 148; 
interpret antitrust laws. 212; 
source of power, 451; Supreme, 
18 

creations, property of creator, 263 
creator, independent, 263, 266, 

269 
crime, n, 334-355, 412, 418, 419; 

artificial, 115; benefits of repeal 
of victimless crime laws, 349, 
350; conspiracy, 341, 342; of 
gov't, 419; gov't activities as 
moral, 418; gov't increases 
opportunity for, 361, 362; .moral, 
of restraining trade, 210; or
ganized, 413; of passion, 353; 
political, 115, 418; rate halved, 
349; real, 349; shift burden of, 
341; without victims, 345-354, 
419, 422; won't pay, 337 

criminals, 412; capture, 43; & con 
games, 152; destroy incentive, 
301; justify their crimes, 118; 
legal, 112; moral, 226; ordinary, 
353; political, 226; poor, 339-
341 ; power over others, 455; 
rich, 343; in schools, 254 

crisis, 4n-479; economic, created 
by socialists, 475; required for 
revolution, 466 

crooks, see criminals 
crying, "Fire!" 75 
culture 

changed by force, 95; determine 
population policies, 284; sub
sidized by gov't, 430, 457; vio
lence rooted in, 47 

curriculum mandated by state, 
239 

customers, see consumers 
damages, 148 
day care, 140 
death wish, 318 
debt 

gov't & gov't-guaranteed, 176; 
"to society," 344 

debtors 
love inflation, 168, 169 

Declaration of Independence, 14, 
40, 304 

defendant, innocent, 336 
defense, 364-382; air, 365; anti

missile, 365; Libertarian, 368, 
369; morality of strategies, 492-
500; provided by gov't, 373; 
spending, 423; treaties, 374 

deficits, gov't, 467 
delegation, 33; of rights, 39, 88, 

416 
demand, stimulated by inflation, 

169 
democracy, 396-400. 442, 492; 
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absolute, 395; the American 
way, 458; disadvantage of, 49; 
"economic," 312, 387, 388; "so
cial," 387, 388 

Democrat, 383, 482 
democratic socialism, see 

planning, gov'! 
demonstrations, 55 
dependency 

created by charity, 155; on 
gov'!, 157 

depreciation, 166 
depression, 165; caused by infla

tion, 169, 201; Great, 173; not 
cure for inflation, 171 

deregulation 
of airlines, 125; as cure for pol
lution, 144 

desert island, 207 
detective agencies, 337 
Diagram, A, 384; B, 415 
dictator 

demanded, 27; elected, 395 
disarmament, 388-371, 422, 423; 

unilateral, 371 
discoverer, 73 
discrimination, 304-310, 450; gov'! 

reduces penalty for, 227; 
against minorities, 203 

discussion 
group, 506; leader, 506 

diseases, 132-135 
disturbing the peace, 47 
dividend, fiscal, 162 
divine right, 16, 398, 492 
division of labor, 180 
do-it-yourself, 162 
dominance, 47 
doodads, 184 
doomsayers, 286 
doomsday, 276-278 
draft, see conscription 
drinking, 346 
drugs, 132-135; addicts, 349, 350; 

given legal rights, 403; usage, 
346 

duty, see obligation 
ecology, 111, 273 
economic power, 293-303; abuse 

of, 296-299 
economy 

collapse of, 466; command, 273; 
complex, 26; efficient, 209; gov't 
control of, 164; interference in 
the, 68; mixed is unstable, 190; 
political, 83, 215; of scale, 216; 
static vs. dynamic, 215; under
ground, 311, 491 

education 
academic, 248; break the gov't 
monopoly on, 239-261, 422; 
bureaucracy, 258; consumers 
of, 252, 260; cost of, 246, 257-
259; deficiencies, 252; effective, 
255; "free," 258, 284; harm to, 
251; home, 239; innovation in, 
256, 259; investment in, 256; to 
join army, 257; major reason 
for, 247; monitor system, 257, 
258; promotion, 257; schooling 
is not, 243; under socialism, 
316; subsidized for all, 251; 
takeover by gov't, 431; vs. po
litical action, 487; also see 
schools 

egalitarianism, 388, 433 
elderly 

affected by inflation, 159 
elections, 395-398, 438, 444, 449; 

can shrink state, 486; mean rule 
by force, 49 

electricity, 232 
elitists 

exploiters are, 62 
eminent domain, 143, 358, 424 
emotion 

as motivation, 497; "pandering 
to," 498 

employees, 138, 180, 296; of 
gov't, 395 

employers, 138, 179; can only fire 
you, 302; forced to negotiate, 
198 

employment, 90, 192-208, 296-
299, 305-308; & automation, 96, 
97; cost of, 196; discouraged by 
various incentives, 202; gov'!· 
created jobs, 89, 254; after 
gov't spending, 173; hurt by 
inflation, 165; 4Jroductive jobs 
for gov't workers, 92; supply, 
192 

ends & means, 47, 48, 310, 371 
energy 

crisis, 273; needed for pro
duction, 290, 291; shortage 
caused by price controls, 290 

enterprise, private, 93 
entitlements, see income transfer 
entry cost, 127 
environment 

destroyed by gov't ownership, 
142-148; human nature is prod
uct of, 315; legal rights for, 274; 
"must be protected," 407; peo
ple are blemish on, 273
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environmentalists 
separate man from nature, 274; 
true ones are Libertarians, 274 

envy, 313, 321, 433 
equality, 304-333; 372; definition, 

304; of happiness, 312; of in
comes, 311; under the law, 304; 
political, 304; of results, 310 

Equal Rights Amendment, 310 
equal time, 494 
ethics, personal, 54 
evils, lesser of two, 414; 

necessary, 417 
exchanges, 113; voluntary, 302 
excuses, 436, 437 
exploitation, 61-63, 433; by cap

italists, 471; by gov't, 307; reg
ulation "protects from," 122; re
quires deception, 118 

exports, 330 
expropriation, 379 
fabianism, 388 
facilitator, 506-511 
factories, 15; closing, 296; opti

mum size, 216 
farmers, 189, 208, 311; crippled 

by socialism, 319; subsidies to, 
331 

fascism, 383-394 
Federal Communications Commis

sion, 430 
Federal Reserve Bank/System, 

160, 163, 173, 175 
Federal Trade Commission, 209 
feudalism, 25, 70, 272 
first user, 73 
fishing rights, 74 
food, 124, 288-290, 318-320; sold 

too cheaply, 331 
Food & Drug Administration, 132-

135 
forbidden, the, 101, 112 
force, 404-406; basis for human 

relations, 49; defensive, 44; def
inition, 42; initiation of, 41, 46, 
47, 50, 117, 142, 251, 293-295, 
309; 320, 341, 358, 373, 414, 
446, 484; monopoly of, 413; 
right to use, 43; in self-defense, 
367 

foreign policy, see policy, foreign 
foreign relations, 364-382 
forgery, 79 
fornication, 346 
4R injunction, 438 
fractional reserve system, 161 
fraud, 42, 76, 79, 150; from failure 

to disclose hazard, 77; frac-

tional reserve system as, 161; in 
regulated business, 116 

freedom, see liberty 
free enterprise, 331, 393 
free market, 112-114, 127, 134, 

174, 393; alternative to regu
lation, 147, 148; antitrust laws 
against, 209; capital & labor 
move in, 321; as "economic de
mocracy," 387; fights discrim
ination, 308; incentives, 302, 
303; is just, 129; no economic 
concentration, 216; not our 
present system, 408; option as 
better deal, 301; prevents 
pollution, 142, 146; provides 
essential services, 229, 230; 
provides information, 150; & 
roads, 234, 235; some costs 
rise in, 231; supplies what's 
demanded, 151; "unfair," 313; 
untried, 11 

friend of liberty, 505 
fronts, 476 
gambling, 101, 346 
Gandhi, Mahatma, 490 
genocide, 428 
George Ill, 436, 439 
gizmo, 184, 188, 189, 211 
goods & services 

not enough demand for, 165; 
value of, 163 

government, 412-427; accidental 
benefits, 413; activities are 
moral crimes, 418; American, 
392; atrocities, 440; benefits, 
448; "capital" programs, 177; 
controls communication, 430; 
controls opinion, 431; costs, 92, 
93; debt, 425; deficits, 467; 
democratic, 392; discredit the 
institution, 408; doing without, 
92, 93; economic interference, 
221, 476; education, 251; fi. 
nancing of, 418; force used by, 
447; a fraud, 441; "friendly," 
377; "good," 491, 492; harm, 
177; & health, 174; & ideas, 
265, 266; inefficiency, 491; as 
institution, 498; legitimacy, 396; 
minimum, 413, 414-417; monop
oly grants, 227, 229; open se
cret files of, 424; "of the peo
ple ... ," 442; records & statistics, 
424; as a religion. 429; "right" 
to rule, 376; role. 87-88; self-, 
442; services, 101-108. 239, 
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242; services "free," 103; in 
spite of, 332; spying on citizens, 
229; to surrender power, 366; 
theories of minimum & of none, 
414, 415; totalitarian, 160; tran
sitory, 27; why, 428-441; world, 
272, 382 

grades 
to guarantee status, 259; for 
managers, 166; for students, 
258 

gradualism, 419-426 
greed, 222, 297, 321, 434 
guilt, 58, 433, 470; borne by 

aggressor, 368; dispensed by 
socialists, 409 

guns, 460; control of, 351-354 
harassment, 55 
harm 

by noise, 46; required for ag
gression, 46 

"have-nots," 322 
Hayek, Friedrich A., 173 
hazard 

no way to learn of, 78; unusual, 
77 

health, 272, 276 
Henry, Patrick, 14 
Herbert, Auberon, 15 
heredity as controlling, 32 
"hire the son," 204 
history 

of ideas, 14; pattern of, 27, 440 
Hobbes, Thomas, 14 
homesteading, 73-75 
home work, 121 
homosexuality, 346 
housing, 141; destroys scenic 

view, 275 
Huba-Huba, 225 
humans, part of nature, 273 
hunger, 288; strikes, 490 
hyperinflation, 171 
ideas, 13, 30; battle of, 377; dupli

cation, 264; expose socialist, 
478; in a free market, 266; & 
gov't, 265, 266; monopolies on, 
261-270; "noble," 442; obsolete, 
265; socialist, 272; test 
Libertarian, 499; right wrongs, 
463, 464 

imitation, 265 
immigrants & immigration, 193, 

198, 207, 245; 378-380 
immunity, sovereign, 20 
imperialism, 365, 375, 380 
imports, 330 

Incas, 317 
incentives 

lack of, for teachers, 254; to 
rise above poverty, 156; who 
needs, 314-320 

income 
effective, 313; equal, 311; gaps, 
320; hurt by inflation, 159; 
policy, 188; transfer, 324, 325 

incompetent, see competent 
Indian population, 292 
individuals & individualism, 316-

319; 393; discrimination affects, 
307; are not groups, 35; rights 
of, 40 

industrial policy, 388; also see
planning, gov't 

industrial revolution delayed, 15 
industry 

concentrated, 218; "infant" 
need protection, 329; structure, 
220 

inflation, 159-177, 201; benefits 
exporters, 166; & the business 
cycle, 169, 170; business likes, 
166; competition, 166; cure for, 
174; debtors love, 188, 169; de
pression isn't cure, 171; & dic
tators, 171; economic distortions 
of, 172; exported, 165; fools 
people, 170; harms poor more 
than rich, 329; hedges, 163; 
hurts poor & elderly, 159; in 
Latin America, 170; must end, 
170, 171; price of ending now, 
172; problems created by, 169-
175; & prosperity, 164-166; for 
"raises," 168; as tax, 161; & 
uncertainty, 170; why, 160 

information, 78, 79; controlled by 
gov't, 430; controlled under so
cialism, 317; cost of, 196; de
mand for, 153; free, 152; gained 
in confidence, 270; glut, 152, 
153; more needed, 150-153; for 
the poor, 153; revolution, 440; 
secret, 267 

infrastructure, 477 
injustice, see justice 
innovation 

spurred by competition, 125; 
subsidized by gov't, 90 

insanity, 348 
insurance, 343; national health, 

325; restitution covered by, 336, 
356 

integration in schools, 241 
intellectuals, 86, 254; feel guilt, 
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244; our ideas determined by, 
244, 430 

intentions, good to relieve guilt, 
154, 433 

interest, 97, 98; limited by law, 
329; rates increased by infla
tion, 170; rates temporarily low
ered, 164; recent rates, 176 

International Monetary Fund, 166 
intimidation, 54; 410, 471 
invasion, 365 
inventions, property of inventor, 

263 
investment in children, 286 
investors, 136 
Jefferson, Thomas, 40 
jitneys, 126, 235 
jobs, see employment 
Johnson, Samuel, 436 
journalists, 430 
judges 

would be impartial, 343; orders 
enforced, 451; responsible for 
actions, 342 

juries 
common law, 21 

justice, 31, 64, 333, 334-363; the 
Libertarian issue, 347; "social," 
388, 390; too little, 499 

Keynes, John Maynard, 165, 168, 
169, 173, 175 

kidnapping, 335 
Ku Klux Klan, 352 
labor, 297-299; exchanged, 300; 

mental, 238, 262, 265, 266; 
theory of value, 181; yours, 33; 
also see employment 

laissez-faire, 393 
Lancaster, Joseph, 257 
land 

farm, 287; not scarce, 285; 
owners contribute to roads, 235; 
ownership of, 74; rights to, 71; 
rob others of their use, 275 

landless, the, 81 
land reform, 81 
law 

administrative, 22; civil, 354; 
command dignified by calling it, 
403; to crush dissent, 23; 
economic, 85, 332; ignorance of 
the, 438; of the jungle, 303; 
"laws work" fallacy, 101; 
natural, 40, 266, 309, 345, 350, 
358, 359, 484; obey the, 445-
political, 101, 105-108, 163, 210'. 
309, 338, 345, 347, 350, 358, 
359; political law vs. order, 110-

112; to "protect" women & 
teenagers, 203; & use of force, 
31; victimless crime, 345-354· 
violation of, 43-51 

lawsuit 
class action against polluters, 
144-146; loser owes restitution
354

lawyer 
cost for businesses, 138; cost 
for raising capital, 136; solving 
pollution, 144, 145 

leadership, 481 
legal tender laws, 175 
legislator & legislature, 446; 

thwart majority rule, 397; 
unneeded, 359 

Lenin, 471 
liability, 77, 247; for airplane 

crashes, 356; of agents, 356-
358; of employees & employers, 
356; limitations on. 355; of 
property owners, 356-358; of 
shareholders, 357 

libel, 57 
liberals & liberalism, 360, 384, 

385; classical, 402; once meant 
libertarian, 401 

Libertarian(s) 
activists, motivation for, 504· 
activities, 488; America, 365'. 
366, 377; attitude toward the 
poor, 154-159; candidates, 483; 
"closet," 503; common goal, 
416; country, 489, 490· 
definition, 2; different from con'. 
servative, 385; foreign policy, 
373-378; international move
ment, 28; movement. 28, 440,
466-468, 481, 496, 501; move
ment priorities, 500, 501 ·
"naive," 362; non-political or'. 

ganization, 489; Party, 28, 483,
484, 488; politics, 483, 484·
principles, application of, 496i
revolutio�. 378; scholars, 14;
should cooperate, 505; show
excessive charity, 495; strategy,
423, 497-500; "too nice to win,"
495; World, 364 

Libertarianism 
explaining the philosophy, 420; 
philosophy of liberty, 30 

liberty, 383-400; achieved & kept 
by reasoning, 501; conditions 
for, 466-468; creates prosperity, 
286; defense of. 409; definition. 
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1; discovered, 501; as economic 
cure, 404; & economics, 83-108; 
financing, 488; friends of 127, 
505; future of, 463; & health, 
15; heroes of, 424; history of, 
13; illusion of, 18; importance of 
ideas to, 13; & individuals, 5; & 
justice, 333-363; & labor, 192-
208; & language, 401-411; lost, 
131, 381, 452; measure of, 67; 
is more better, 8; "natural," 
394; the only hope, 373; & 
peace, 9; philosophy of, 30-65; 
& prices, 178-191; progress 
toward, 13; & property rights, 
66-82; & prosperity, 10, 15; 
questions about, 3; resources 
of, 271-292; right or left, 383-
400; & self-fulfillment, 32; so
lution for resources, 281; songs 
about, 499; speaking of, 442-
460; strategy for, 466-505; 
struggle with power, 13; study 
of, 3; supreme value, 8; tran
sition to, 419-426; way to deal 
with each other, 412; way to 
look at things, 6; as weapon, 
377; what it is & isn't, 4; why, 
8; works, 435; and you, 461-465 

licensing, 345; hurts poor & 
minorities, 198; occupational, 
227 

life, 31, 32 
lifeboat, 279; ethics, 51 
lifestyle, 432 
light aggression, 46 
liquidity crisis, 164 
litter, 106 
loans 

gov't, 89, 177; gov't-guaranteed, 
17; repaid by inflation, 167 

lobbying, 482 
Locke, John, 14 
loss, see profit (and loss} 
love, 57; shown for fellow hu-

mans, 62 
Luddites, 205 
lying, 56; 410 
lynching, 342 
Machiavelli, Niccolo, 429 
majority rule, 395-399, 442. 453 
Malthus, Thomas, 277 
mandatory, 63 
marijuana. 346 
market 

as auction, 183; is automatic, 
280; black, 189, 240, 311. 346; 
distortion, 197, 201; failure, 114; 

free, see free market; inter
ferences, 220; interference sup
ported by economists, 214; 
resented, 430; stock, not de
ceived, 167; value, 79; working 
misunderstood, 215 

martyrdom, 490 
marxism, 272, 388, 464 
Marx, Karl, 38, 181, 315, 325, 

378, 386, 464, 471 
Mason, George, 40 
mass transit, 102, 186, 231, 235 
material, raw, 283, 380 
means & ends, 47, 48, 310, 371 
"mega-crises," 272 
memories short, 188 
Menger, Carl, 173
mental suffering, 46 
merit, basis for reward, 432 
middlepersons, 180, 181; services 

of, 151 
milk, protection from competition, 

124 
Mill, John Stuart, 54 
minarchy, 394 
minerals, 74, 380 
mini-buses, 235 
minimum wage law, 102; victims 

of, 197; why not higher, 198 
minorities, 451; discriminated 

against, 203, 306; gov't "de
fends," 309; gov't harms, 308, 
346, 450; political laws harm, 
305; ruled by majority, 448; 
smallest are individuals, 398;
unprotected, 338 

monarchy, 70, 492; illegitimate. 15 
monetizing the debt, 160 
money, 159-177, 299-301; bor-

rowed, 167; in circulation, 163, 
170; counterfeit, 161: fiat, 160, 
165; good & bad, 174; good 
only for hiring labor, 206; 
increase in supply of, 160, 171, 
172; printing of, 161, 171; 
shortage, 165; tight, 164; value 
of, 170 

monopoly, 209-225; in education, 
239-261; "efficient," 228; on 
force, 412; gov't. 226-237; gov't
owned, 423; granted by gov't,
227, 229; legal, 226; from mar
ket share, 218; "natural," 228;
none perfect, 240: postal ser
vice, 229; power of unions, 168;
produced by "reformers," 120;
profits prevented. 224; real. 226-
237; reduces competition by
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force, 198; secret, 266-268; ser
vices expensive, 249; unstable 
free market, 269; utility, 147; 
why, 228 

morality 
of defense strategies, 492-500; 
as a guide, 30; standard for, 31 

More, Sir Thomas, 316 
motivation, 59-63, 117-130, 194; 

by education and satisfaction, 
481; by emotions, 497; for 
Libertarian activists, 504; as 
need for schools, 248; to pro
duce success, 247; by self-in
terest, 219; for upward mobility, 
250 

motorcycle, 346 
multi-national corporations, 288, 

289 
murder, 351, 484; restitution for, 

335, 344, 
names of places, 403 
national 

service, 477; socialism, 388 
nations, 364, 371, 412; aggressor, 

368; teams for game of war, 
436 

natural gas, 106, 107 
natural law, see law 
nature 

balance of, 111; conquest of, 
275; human, 428; human, mod
ified, 318 

Nazis, 39, 309, 388 
need, 182, 183, 186, 255; human, 

277; separated from want, 313 
New Hebrides, 489 
news, bad & good, 439 
no-fault, 355 
noise, harm by, 46 
non-profit organizations, 61 
nuclear 

bomb, 370; power, 291, 355; 
retaliation, 365; war, 368, weap
ons, 371 

Nuremburg, 64 
nursing homes, 140 
obedience, 432 
obligation 

to do-gooder, 60; for every 
right, 34; toward fetus, 53; 
mutually cancel, 246; for pri
vacy, 269; to pay for others' 
schooling, 248; to provide infor
mation, 56; undefinable, 246 

oil, 74, 187, 280; supplies, 290 
opinion 

controlled by gov't. 431; neigh-

bor's not respected, 453; pop
ular, 432 

opportunity 
equal, 305-308; equal means 
none, 322 

oppression, 428, 439 
options, see choices 
order, 110; artificial, 110; 

spontaneous, 111, 112 
organization, non-political, 489 
orphan drugs, 133 
OSHA, 137 
outlaws, 112 
ownership, 32, 66, 67; common, 

69-72, 143; first, 72; by gov't,
142; rights, 75; self, 32

pacifists, 43, 414 
Paine, Tom, 14, 492 
parents 

ignorant, 249-251; obligation of, 
244-246; poor, 251; also see
trusteeship

patents, 262; drug, 133; private 
system for, 269 

paternalism, 51 
patriotism, 435, 436; false, 436 
patronage 

gov't road ownership and, 233 
pension, 164, 325-328 
people 

bad, 359-363; not swayed by 
facts & logic, 480; perfect, 362; 
two kinds to influence, 497-500 

persuasion, 480, 497; mass, 498 
pessimists, 361 
philosophy of gov't, 38 
Pilgrims, 309, 319 
planning, gov't, 85, 86; 407 
Plato, 38, 315, 316 
plea bargain, 337, 349 
plunder, 27, 435; for material 

gain, 62 
police 

corrupted, 350; enforcing court 
orders, 147, 148; secret, 387; 
temporarily unemployed, 347 

policy 
foreign, 364, 365; gov't--what 
now, 375-378; Libertarian for
eign, 373-378; non-intervention 
foreign, 37 4-378; public, 21, 63 

political law, see law 
politicians, 118 
politics, 383-400; morality of, 484-

486; risk of, 484-486; & use of 
force, 31, 301; the way of vio
lence, 412; the "will of the peo
ple," 303 
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pollution, 142-148, 4n, automo
bile, 144; where gov't controls, 
146; natural, 276; protection 
from, 274; reduced by tech
nology, 276; in socialist nations, 
280 

polygamy, 346 
Ponzi scheme, 327 
poor, the, 154-158; affected by 

inflation, 159; described by 
statists, 402; environmentalists 
"care" about, 272; gov't needed 
to take care of, 455; handgun 
prohibition harms, 352; pay for 
environmentalists' scenic views, 
275; socialism works against, 
328; suffer especially, 2n; 
taxed to subsidize the rich, 246; 
victims of pollution, 144; what 
about, 98-100 

population, 284-286; growing, 277; 
over-, 4n 

populism, 388 
pornography, 346, 360 
positivism, 86 
poverty, 62, 98-100, 251, 323, 

324, 4n; cause of, 91, 97, 333, 
408; eliminated, 195; incentive 
to rise above, 156; to relieve, 
157; of "third world," 289; 
worldwide, 382 

power 
belief that rulers have, 441 ; to 
control others, 48, 49, 141, 180, 
371; of corporations, 296; defi
nition, 293; economic, 293-303; 
economic, abuse of, 296-299; 
economic, granted by consum
ers, 220; excuses for, 398; goal 
of statists, 389; gov't has, 85; 
gov't increase in, 178; legiti
macy of political, 485; limiting 
gov't, 398, 399; lust for, 61, 
433; more seems legitimate, 
372; police, 20; projected, 366, 
423; to sell favors, 130; struggle 
with liberty, 13 

practical, 63 
predators, 118; live by force. 50; 

use gov't force, 294 
predictions, wrong, 279 
prejudice, 39 
pressure 

to correct unethical behavior, 
55; social or economic, 42, psy
chological, 54, 55 

price, 159-175, 178-191, 287, 299-
301; adjusts supply, 184; best, 

151; competitive, 219; controls, 
25, 178-191; express exchange 
ratios, 179; "fair," 178, 181-184; 
fixing, 188-191, 212, 222; free 
market, 184, 186; future, -183, 
185; increases caused by gov't, 
178, 179; during inflation, 172; 
& jobs, 192; lower from com
petition, 301; as message, 187; 
of natural gas, 106-107; &, need, 
182; nothing wrong with, 187, 
188; not inflation, 160; reduced 
to pressure small competitor, 
223; stable, 164; system, 186-
191, 274 

Price-Anderson Act, 355 
price controls 

cause tyranny, 190; as sub
sidies, taxes & monopoly grants, 
178; cause energy shortage, 
290; supported by socialists, 
178; 

"priming the pump," 165 
principle, 120; non-aggression, 41; 

of right & wrong, 48; and 
strategy, 492-500 

priorities, Libertarian movement, 
500 

prison, 335, 336, 339 
privacy, 269, 270; invasion of, 238 
private enterprise, 93 
production 

belongs to producers, 282, 321; 
capital needed to increase, 169; 
cost of reduced, 282; efficient 
in new companies, 218; limits 
satisfaction, 169; monopolists 
benefit by restricting, 229; most 
economical, 186; for use, 186 

productivity, 93-97, 164; increases 
reduce price increases, 174; of 
labor increases, 282 

profit {and loss), 97, 98, 180, 181; 
actions motivated by, 60; from 
being first producer, 222; in
flation, 166. 167; monopoly, 112; 
motive is "evil," 313, 411; 
phony, 167; produce for use, 
not for, 186 

progress, 142, 364, 428; environ
mentalists anti-, 271; frozen, 
230; gov'! claims credit for, 307; 
due to liberty, 15, 16; more 
without war, 381; in protecting 
rights, 70; rate of, 24-26; re
tarded by gov't. 287; why none, 
256 

progressivism, 388 
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prohibition, 350, 351 
"proletariat," 475 
proof, burden of, 46 
propaganda, 428, 431, 442; con-

fusion as, 470-473; to derail, 
406; flood of, 421; to mold 
thinking, 317; for regulation, 
117; repeated by friends, 438; 
statist, 436 

property, 32, 33, 391-393; aban
doned, 75, 267; gov't, 76; in
tellectual, 261-270; personal ser
vice as a, 80; private, 316; re
covery of stolen, 44; rights, see 
rights, property; stolen, 80 

prosperity 
created by liberty, 286; without 
depressions, 165; increases de
mand for labor, 194, 195; & pri
vate property, 393; temporary, 
164 

prostitution, 284, 346 
protest, 55 
psychology 

changing people's basic, 437; of 
concentration camp, 434; deter
mines world view, 431-437 

public interest, 123, 219, 482; 
cited to justify monopoly, 228 

public servants, 403 
public vs. private, 403 
punishment, 344, 345; capital, 344 
quality 

best, 151; certification of, 122; 
determined by competition, 127; 
of gizmos lower, 188; provided 
by businesses, 152 

questions 
ask, 502; for study, 511-531 

quotas, 329, 378, 382 
racism, 352 
Rand, Ayn, 24, 54 
rationing, 279 
reading, recommended, 532-537 
reason, 471; needed to achieve & 

keep liberty, 501; use in dis
cussion, 507 

recession. 171 
Reconstruction Finance Corp., 

173 
recreation, need for, 274 
recruiting activists, 500, 501 
recycling, 277, 280 
redistribution, 105, 164, 183. 310· 

333, 434 .. 456, 478 
red tape, 126 
reformers, 120 
regulations & regulators. 22. 109-

153, 324, 491; banking, 175; 
benevolent, 361; "better," 147; 
can't work, 112; cause crime, 
116; & crime, 115, 116; of 
drugs, 132-135; excuses vs. rea
sons, 116-153; force labor 
waste, 277; free market, 147, 
148; of occupations, 227; of 
quality, 140-142; repeal needed, 
308; of safety, 137-140; pf se
curities, 136, 137; & tax wedge, 
200; theory of, 113, 114; of 
traffic, 348 

reification, 406 
reindustrialization, 388; also see

planning, gov't 
relations, foreign, see foreign 

relations 
relations, human, 57, 58; based 

on force, 49; voluntary, 34 
religion 

circumscribed by gov't, 19; free
dom of, 69, 452; in schools, 240 

Rembrandt, 181 
representatives, 443, 453, 454, 

459; as "friends," 459 
Republican, 384, 482 
republic, definition, 395 
research & development, 210 
resistance 

active vs. passive, 491; passive, 
486 

resources, 271-292, 477; best use 
from price system, 274; created 
by labor, 282; infinite, 279; pro
tected, 424; reserves of, 287 

responsibility for actions 33, 34 
restitution, 79-82, 334-345, 354-

358, 425; benefits, 342; col
lecting, 335; defined, 335; for 
loss of secrets, 267; & murder, 
335, 344; no claim for, 78; 
obtain, 43, 45; owed by crim
inal, 80; problems of, 343 

retailers, 180, 181; services of, 
151 

revenge, 344, 474 
revolution, 428. 475; American. 

16, 191, 439, 489, 492; con
ditions must be right for, 466; 
first libertarian, 462; French, 17; 
start of, 191. 430, 439; world, 
against statism, 489 

rich, the, 343; described by 
statists, 402; "soak the," 433; 
socialism benefits, 328 

rights 
children's, 51; claimed, 455; to 
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education, 243, 244; fishing, 74; 
to food, 34; forfeiture of, 44, 
493; of groups, 35; human, 34, 
40, 68, 381, 404; human, vio
lated, 239, 389; of individuals, 
40; of inventors, 269; to land, 
71; natural, 148, 421; none if 
can't be defended, 493; not de
pendent on numbers, 40; of 
ownership, 75; property, 66-82, 
141, 351; of self-defense, 47, 
368; universal & unchanging, 
244; violated by pollution, 142; 
violation of, 43-51, 131, 421, 
438; women's, 69 

riot, inciting to, 342 
risk, 140, 348, 353; automobile, 

139; balanced with disease 
treatment, 134; choking, 139; 
ladders, 139; mountain climbing, 
139; speculator buys, 185; of 
travel & investment abroad, 374 

roads 
free, 233-236; gov't traffic reg
ulation justified, 348; private, 
235; should be sold, 423; 
technology for, 235 

Roaring Twenties, 173 
robber barons, 226 
robbers, 434; hired for violence, 

50; justify acts, 294 
Robinson-Patman Act, 209 
Rome, fall of, 191 
room to stand, 71 
Roosevelt, Franklin, 173 
Rothbard, Murray, 24, 173 
rulers, 14, 474, 492; American, 

377; are among the wealthiest, 
391; believed to have power, 
441; "better," 396; can execute 
you, 302; capability to assas
sinate foreign, 366; let them 
tremble, 378; must live well, 
457; people sacrificed for, 443; 
"represent" groups, 371; wise & 
honest, 362 

Russia, 318, 319 
sacrifice, 461, 463; as ideal, 58, 

59 
safety, 137-140; & roads. 234; 

standards, 138 
savings 

confiscated by gov't. 164, 195; 
stolen by inflation, 159 

scarcity, 280, 282; increases 
supplies, 287 

scholars, Libertarian, 14. 487 
schools, 238-261; attendance bet-

ters a child's future, 245; cause 
of unemployment, 194; compul
sory, 239; discipline, 254; em
ployment justifies public, 253; 
excuses for gov't interfereflce 
in, 243; free market, 255; gov't 
assistance delays job entry, 202; 
gov't financed, 14; as gov't mo
nopoly, 239, 255; at home, 239; 
& jobs, 194; monopoly in, 238; 
non-profit, 256; not perfect, 252; 
private, 252; private, destroyed 
by gov't, 258; "public," 240, 
245, 247, 252; public, suppress 
individuality & diversity, 242; 
also see education 

secrets 
accidental knowledge of, 267; 
agreements about, 268; misap
propriated, 267; obligations for, 
267, 268; restitution for loss of, 
267 

securities, 136 
seen, what is & is not, 88 
self-criticism, 480 
self-defense, 41-51, 55, 413; mo

rality of, 366-368; moral limits 
of, 493-497, 494; to recover 
stolen property, 44; rejected by 
pacifists, 484; using the state 
for, 485; using violence for, 43, 
44; violating rights in, 368; vot
ing in, 396, 444 

self-employed, 311 
self-esteem, 58, 432 
self-gov't, 442 
self-image, 360 
self-interest, 58-63; of business & 

unions, 295; considered a bad 
habit, 315; is inborn, 318 

self-ownership, 32, 54, 389 
self-sufficient, 278, 283, 382 
seller, 179 
serfs, 15, 272 
services 

educational, 249; "essential" 
provided by gov't, 249; schools 
as essential, 248 

Shang Yang, 315 
share, "fair," 294 
shareholders 

deceived, 167; dissatisfied, 296; 
don't receive all the profits, 221 

"sharing," 272 
Sherman Act, 209 
shield dilemma, 367 
shipbuilding, 217 
shortage, 104, 188, 189, 477; 
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future, 185; of jobs, 192 
Singer, John, 239 
slander, 57 
slavery, 42, 43, 115, 383-400, 455; 

promoters of, 464; educational, 
246, 247; employed by social
ists, 311; mental & physical, 
238; selling, 388 

slum, 189 
Smith, Adam, 15, 111, 153, 393 
Smoot-Hawley bill, 173 
smuggling, 345 
social cost arguments, 370 
socialism, 298, 299, 310-333, 376, 

377, 376, 377, 456; bottom line 
of gov't controls, 186; calls for 
forced labor, 203; decentralized, 
386; definition, 405; demands 
more gov't, 189; driven by envy, 
433; economic disaster, 186; ex
cuse for, 278; got where it is by 
war, 475; ideas of, 272; not 
understood in the West, 475; 
about population, 286; for the 
rich, 328-332; selling, 479; 
slogans of, 404, 407, 409; state 
imagined under, 473; target 
audience of, 476; theory of, 
302, 303, 473; theory vs. prac
tice, 381-393; tyrants of, 289, 
290; & war, 372 

Social Security, 325-328; encour
ages older workers to retire, 
202; end for those not retired, 
423 

society, 35, 447; a collective 
word, 406; crime the fault of, 
361; debt to, 447; for the good 
of, 457; imaginary being, 334, 
342; people sacrificed for, 443; 
"we're governed by," 390 

Society for Individual Liberty, 489 
Socrates, 316 
sovereignty, 412, 435 
special interests, 101-103, 118, 

467; compete to plunder others, 
322; gov't land leases, 143-147; 
laws to benefit, 105; profit from 
gov'! favors, 397; robbers, 361; 
schools run to benefit, 256; 
support inflation, 164 

specialization, 180 
speculation, 185, 280 
speech 

commercial, 19; freedom of, 69, 
360, 452; offending rulers, 19; 
political, 19 

Spencer, Herbert, 15 

Spooner, Lysander, 15 
stabilization, 188 
stagflation, 172, 173 
standard 

gold, 175; of living, 92-96, 156, 
190, 200, 201, 206, 208, 246, 
278, 281, 283, 296, 298, 299, 
303, 329, 456, 457, 463; of 
living harmed by antitrust, 214; 
minimum, 140; your, 84 

standardization, 230 
state capitalism, 388, 394 
state, the 

agents of, 438, 495; is every
one, 494; socialist, 473; rep
resents society, 390; totalitarian, 
392 

statistics, 410 
statists & statism, 386-393, 401; 

activists are small %, 504; def
inition, 386; difference between, 
389; doormat for, 440; "good," 
437, 438; language, 401-411; 
philosophies, 390-393; problems, 
469; psychology of, 428-441; 
strategy, 421, 468-482; suc
cessful, 468; world revolution 
against, 489 

steel 
market, 218; mills, 217 

sterilization, 284 
stimulation, economic, 165 
strategy 

of our enemies, 495; evaluate, 
498; Libertarian, 422, 466-505; 
Libertarian, different for different 
people, 497-500; no obligation 
to advertise, 494; and principle, 
492-500; statist, 421, 468-482 

streets, see roads 
studies, scientific, 145 
study guide, 506-531 
subsidies 103-105, 143, 231, 379, 

382; for energy research, 290; 
export, 330; first to cut, 422; to 
parents, 285; to private schools, 
243 

substitutes, 224, 280 
success 

child's chance of, 246; material, 
156 

suffering, mental, 46 
suicide, 51, 59, 445 
supply & demand (incl. law of), 

184, 185, 187, 222; adjusts 
prices, 195; affects farmland, 
287; applies to jobs, 192; when 
balanced, 196; effect of up-
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setting balance, 197 
surplus, 189; of labor, 195 
Switzerland, 353, 365 
TANSTAAFL, 90, 172, 178 
tariffs, 329, 378, 382 
tax, 100, 115, 445, 491; benefits 

returned, 149; cheaters, 417; 
the childless, 285; discourage 
consumption, 179; euphemism 
for raising, 403; evasion, 491; 
future generations, 177; gov'! 
brings, 428; increases, 162; in
flation as, 159, 162; labor taken 
by, 67, 395; measure of, 163; 
on non-existent earnings, 167; 
paying is immoral, 417; & reg
ulation wedge, 200; restrains 
trade, 210; schools financed by, 
259; shelter, 163; source of 
gov'! income, 161; is theft, 416 

taxis, 126 
teachers, 242, 243, 247, 252, 261; 

best, 261; certified indepen
dently, 260; lack of incentive, 
254; teach gov't-approved an
swers, 260 

technology 
advanced by war, 381; ad
vances in, 232; benefits, 174, 
environmentalists anti-, 271; 
produces food, 290; reduces 
pollution, 276; resources recov
ered with present. 279; for 
roads, 235 

testing 
agencies, 152, 261; standard
ized, 260 

Thanksgiving, 319 
theft, 150; statism is, 391; taxation 

is, 416 
"third world" countries, 254, 272, 

478; poverty due to socialism, 
289 

Thoreau, Henry David, 490 
thought control, 238-270 
threats, 44-46; of aggression, 44 
timber, 143 
title, 66; acquired, 73; defined, 80 
tolerance, 46 
tools, 274 
Tories, 425 
totalitarianism, 190, 383-393; dis

sent crushed under, 299 
trade 

barriers (tariffs & quotas), 218: 
beneficial, 60-61; "fair," 179. 
180; with foreigners, 378-381, 
free, 33; production for, 207; 

refusing to, 283; restrained by 
subsidies, 226; restraint of, 209, 
210, 210, 213; right to, 293; 
viewed by producer, 183; vol
untary, 180, 300; what if they 
won't, 283 

trademarks, 262, 266 
trade secrets, 262, 266, 267 
tradesmen, 163 
tragedy of the commons, 142 
training, employer investment in, 

295; gov't programs, 160 
traitor, 436 
transfer payments, see income 

transfer 
transportation, 102 
trial, 336, 338 
trusteeship, 52; of children, 239, 

247, 251 
truth 

no right to, 56, 494; self
evident, 31 

tuition tax credits, 261 
tyranny, 13; ability to resist, 353; 

changed, 26; familiar, 3; liberty 
is a weapon against, 3n; by 
majority, 395; price controls 
cause, 190 

un-American, 450 
Underwriters Laboratories, 152 
unemployment 

compensation, 325; defined, 
193, 194; wiped out, 328; also
see employment 

unions 
in a Libertarian society, 199; 
like inflation, 168; as monopoly 
group, 198; & overtime, 204; 
positive role, 199; schools run 
to benefit, 256; stake in gov't, 
123; support gov'! programs, 
202; using legal power, 204, 
294; violence, 199 

United Nations, 272, 423 
unprincipled, 64 
unselfish, 62 
Urban Renewal, 102, 250 
user, first, 73 
usury, 346 
utilitarianism, 83 
utilities, competitive. 231 
Utopia, 316 
Valley Forge, 191 
value, 432; cultural, from gov't 

schools, 240, 242; "-free," 215; 
of goods & services, 163; mar
ket. 79; of property increased 
by roads, 235; of property 
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"must be maintained," 407; is 
subjective, 84 

van pools, 126, 235 
vice, 345, 346; ill effects of, 347 
victim, 118, 337; of broken 

regulations, 115; consumers, 
226; of gov't power, 295; has 
moral right to restitution, 339; 
protection, 43; rights of, vio
lated, 334; share restitution, 
340; of the state compensated, 
426; use of force by, 44; we're 
not innocent, 494 

victimless crime 
antitrust as, 214; a/so see 
crime, without victims 

violence, 445; in self-defense, 43; 
way to deal with each other, 
412 

Virginia Bill of Rights, 40 
voluntarism, 393 
von Mises, 24, 173 
voting, see elections 
wages, 192-208, 299-301; high, 

182; lowered by compulsory ed
ucation, 256; pay for produc
tion, 311; raised, 297, 301; 
raised by union power, 168; 
real, are declining, 467; relative, 
197 

war, 413, 447; "advances tech
nology," 381; civil, 373, 382; 
class, 48; as criminal aggres
sion, 369; destroys capital, 16; 
domestic effects of, 381; elim
inate reasons for, 364; got so
cialism where it is, 475; gov't 

brings, 428; around the globe, 
48; is hell, 381; moral nature of, 
370; nations are teams for 
games of, 436; nuclear, 368; 
preparation for, 45; unifies a 
country, 381; why, 371-373 

warranty, n
Washington, George, 436 
wealth 

created by labor, 17!,l; how 
obtained, 320; justly acquired, 
321; redistributed, see redis
tribution; source of, 282; spurs 
innovation, 95 

weapons 
moral, 366, 369; as moral 
agents, 369; nuclear, 371 

welfare, 100, 154, 155, 323-326; 
creates social problems, 250; 
cuts not first, 423; state, 388 

what to do, 463-465 
will 

of another, 54; free, 32, 33, 
278; general, 443 

windmills, 104, 105 
words, 401-411; different defini

tions, 502 
world 

better, seen by socialists, 479; 
is finite, 277; Gov't, 382; a 
Libertarian. 364; non-libertarian, 
375-378; owes a living, 251;
perfect, 408; predictions of end,
278; static, 282; statist, 365

zoning, 141; steal property rights, 
358; wastes land use, 259 



Well, my book is written--let it go. But if it were only to write over 
again there wouldn't be so many things left out. They burn in me; and 
they keep multiplying and multiplying; but ... they would require a library-
and a pen warmed-up in hell. 

Mark Twain, 1889 
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