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Right of Reply Cont.

always entails the former to some degree). I would prefer an
alternative; that is, an officer who ordered his men to undertake

a mission that a later court-martial found to be suicidal AND
unnecessary would be required to make the payment for his decision.

In the case of the trapped platoon, despite the fact that ten men

were almost certainly sentenced to death, the remaining fifty or

so members of the platoon were enabled to live and continue the

fight against the enemy; and in such a case the lieutenant responsible
would be given a clean bill of health by his court-martial.

The difference between giving the officer the decision-making power
and the responsibility, and giving the personnel affected the power
and responsibility, may not be immediately apparent to anyone who
hasn't studied the military. The simplest way of putting the
situation is that, when the officer is responsible and has the
authority, the normal chain of command is being followed; by giving
these things ta the affected personnel, one institutes a reversal
of the chain of command and of the discipline of the Regular Forces.
By removing the decision from the personnel, you at once obtain a
more objective decision--the officer's life is not directly at stake--
and you maintain the integrity of the chain of command. I should
point out here that the officer's life is quite properly not at
stake, since under most conditions--vide the second example cited--
it would be tie duty of the officer to remain in command of the
main portion of his unit. Another benefit obtained by neither
allowing ti:e men choice of refusing, nor necessarily asking for
volunteers, is that the CO of the unit may clioose the men for such
dangerous iissions that can best be spared by the unit. Asking for
volunteers leads to a situation where the bravest and most valuable
men are quickly lost rather than used nost efficiently. This is
wasteful and in the long run nore costly of lives. Economy of
force is a principle that applies to tactical as well as grand
tactical and strategic situations.

I agree with lr. Owings that unnecessary wasting of lives is always
cause for reprimand, demotion, or imprisonment of an irresponsible
officer; I even agree that ordering a suicide mission that was
ruled unnecessary is just cause for execution. Nonetheless, two
things need to be pointed out here. First, high-morale outfits--
like the llarines in which lir. Owings served in combat--have a
neculiar tradition regarding combat officers: new officers from
other conbat units are always accepted virtually without cuestion
as to coulpetence. Way?

Decause bad officers don't live long in combat. They have 'accidents',
assuminc the enemy doesn't talke care of them quickly enough (and

uite ofter tiat doesn't happen; it's the good officers who stay

up front where they belong). Without discussing the effects that

can have on the chain of command (vide the fraggings of officers in
Vietnam, which did liOT occur with great frequency in the Marines)

I will simply observe that it occurs and is effective in solving

this problen before it becomes serious.
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Right of Reply Cont.

Secondly, while I have been convinced that actually ordering an
individual to execute a wmission such as I described in the last

article (carrying a bomb into the enemy and detonating it, killing them &
himself) can justly be prohibited, issuing orders tec a unit that

will almost certainly result in that unit's destruction (which

if you think about it entails the very high risk of its personnel

going out to buy farms) is quite pernissable and proper.

The result of all this, with which Mr, Owings by the way has agreed
subsequent to the submission of his letter, leaves the Regular Force
officer empowered to make the decisions concerning life or death

for his subunits, regardless of the height of the risk thresihold

to which they are subjected; forbids that officer from ordering

an individual to execute a carry-the-bomb style of suicide mission;
and empowers the courts-martial (indeed, compels them) to exanine
the behavior of an officer after issuing extremely high risk orders
and to exonnerate or find him culpable of misusing the lives with
which he has been entrusted.

Finis to Libertarian Bushido, before it was firmly entrenched.

NEXT TIME: The lNature of Warfare in Space: Epistemological and
hysical.

Larrg Frost
SCITECH

One of the major problems of establishing self-sufficient colonies
in space and other planets is of creating efficient closed-system
food ecologies. Some positive steps in this direction are being
accomplished by John H. Todd and William O. McLarney of the Woods
Hole Oceanographic Institution.

Todd and lMcLarney are attempting to create a self-sufficient food-
producing complex. This involves the use of a windmill and a green-
house with intensive piscicultural technigues and hothouse vegetables,

The closed ecosystem (aside from the sun and windpower) involves a

pool and stream flow recycling system which produces fish protein

at tiie end of the cycle. Essentially, the process works with

bacteria detoxifying fish wastes and turning ammonia into nitrites

thus providing fertilizer for algae which feeds the fish. Unfortunately,
the system only produced 100 pounds of fish in the first year of
operation for an B000 gallon pond. Good by Terran standards but far
from efficient enough for space.

Richard $lomon




PHILOSOPHY

STAGES OF L1BERTARIAN METAMORPHOSIS

I have noted in myself and others, several stages of metamorphosis
in becoming a libertarian. In some persons, the stages are rapidly
conpleted, while others remain indefinitely in transition from

an altruist-collectivist (A-C) mentality to that of a selfish and
free individualism. Unfortunately for those who remain in an
ideological limbo, the inconsistencies of their stand on issues
malkes them uncomfortable both with philosophically integrated
libertarians as well as with A-C types. As a result, one often hears
the novice "libertarian" complaining of the moral and logical rigor
required. This has led a few to seize the amoral nihilism and
opportunism of llarry Brown.

What many of these persons never realize is that the core of
libertarian philosophy absolutely requires logical and rigorous
consistency if it is to have any value at all.

One cannot be a "libertarian" by opposing economic regulation. and
taxation while supporting the draft and foreign military interven-
tion. This by the way, is a dichotomy common to many conservatives.
It is morally and logically inconsistent thus betraying the ideo-
locical bankruptcy of the conservative position. And this is one of
the reasons why the libertarians split-off from Buckley's Young
Americans for Freedom in 196G39.

The test of whether a person has crossed the threshold from being an
A-C type to being a philosophically integrated individual can be
resolved by answering one question: "Do I absolutely refrain from
tiie initiation of force eitiier directly or indirectly (such as

using tie State to initiate force) or are there exceptions?"

To a "libertarian" there are no exceptions to this rule. One

never uses physical force or the threat of physical force in dealing
with other sentients., For to do so would automatically render one's
own life forfeit. The absolute injunction against initiating force,
does not, however, stop one from a vigorous self-defense or from
helping someone being attacked. This does not constitute initiating
force,

The essential change in an individual from A-C type to libertarian
often requires numerous lessons in many areas of real experience
before his or her understanding crystallizes. A first step involves
Giscarding every form of altruism. For it is the altruist ethic

of seli-denial, of being your brother's keeper and LIVING FOR
S0L.LONE ELSE wihich is the psychological and philosophical root of
statist repression and oppression.

SILCT LIVING FOR SOMEONE ELSE MEANS "SAVIIIG" THAT PERSON FROM
HILSELF AND ULTIMATELY LIVING HIS LIFE FOR HIM IN HIS PLACE!

The individual nmust not only recoqnize til.e altruist ethic as




Libertarian Metamorphosis Cont.

constituting not only a dangerous and hypocritical fraud, but as
the central validation used in the attempt to subjugate mankind
to power hungry looters.

It is only by becoming a rationally self-centered individual that
one can fully appreciate the meral desirability of being responsible
for one's own actions. When an individual values his life as an

end in itself, he must logically infer that this applies to others.
Thus, a libertarian can never ask another person to conceive or use
his life as a MEANS TO AN END.

AN INDIVIDUAL'S LIFE IS AN END IN ITSELF,

Only when an individual understands and accepts this principle, can
he be consistent in his application of the libertarian ethic to
contemporary politics.

One of the factors accelerating the metamorphosis of a libertarian
are his or her life experiences. Having one's earnings confiscated
by taxation or stolen through eminent domain can be a powerful
stimulus to opposing the State. Children and adolescents often have
a far more heightened sensitivity to coercion and are often able to
draw the parallels between the A-C family system and the patern-
alistic state. But in both cases of the property owner and the
subjugated "minor", their resentment, if not connected to under-
standable principles often leads to a bitter seclusion or self-
destruction.

Most individuals in contemporary A-C society have no solidly (that

is logically) based moral-ethical values on which to base their choices
and their views. Many of even the best "educated" will support

a system of taxation and military draft even knowing full-well that

it involves involuntary servitude, because somehow "it works". Or
because "there is no other practical way". These people lead the
ad-hoc lives which validate the ad-hoc expediencies of “practical
politics" of obedient bureaucrats and taxpayers. And thus, hundreds

of millions of persons are robbed and murdered to make things "work".

It is this "ad-hocracy" which leads to the concentration camps of
Russia and Germany.

Alexander Solzhenitsyn is a good example of an "intellectual" who
should have learned his lesson about collectivism and altruism but
who insists on damning those who would leave mother Russia for
selfish motives. And he wonders why no one interferes or resists
the obvious atrocities of the KGB when he himself, the preeminent
scholar, does not know the root cause. The point is that if one
accepts the desirability of self-denial and mystically based moral
premises, as Solzhenitsyn does, than there can be no objectively
consistent basis for opposing coercion or for creating a society
based on reason and justice.

-10-
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Libertarian Metamorphosis Cont.

On the other hand, mere intellectual understanding of principles

such as non-initiation of force and self-ownership are not enough.
One must have an ideological understanding of their meaning in
practical experience. For instance, the persen who supports "free
enterprise" but who FEELS that prostitution "victimizes" the client's
family is not only absurd but not a libertarian.

Then there are more subtle problems those of deciding the abortion
issue. This one is tricky and has misled some libertarians down the
same "right to life" trail that the hysterical roman-catholic -
buckleyite conservatives are sprinting toward total state control

of human production. Any libertarian judging this thorny issue

. must apply the rule of non-sacrifice i.e., never surrendering a higher
| value for a lower value.

! Thus, whether the fetus may be a person or not is not the essential

| problem. The question is, does any individual have the "right to
life" by parasitizing the life of another. We all know the answer

. is "absolutely no". And further, for the doubtful - remember that

| protecting the welfare of a latent sophont (self-aware sentient)

| is the thin edge of the wedge to protecting the welfare (by the
State) of every other kind of non-self-responsible humanoid or
sophont, Thus, if you protect the fetus from harm by coercing the
woman in whom it resides, by logical inference, you repeat the
welfare state all over againe.

The metamorphosis of a libertarian is a very arduous task but it is
extremely rewarding. The jndividual finds himself or herself for

& the first time able to identify consistently and logically the

- basis for making choices.
Richard S$lomon

MONEY AND PROPERTY: EXPRESSIONS OF CREATOR CLASS MORALITY

A member of the Creator Class is morally impelled to make money.
Whereas altruist-collectivists in their hatred and fear of the real
world and of those able to cope with it, scorn making money and
dedicate their lives to the enslavement of capitalists; the capitalist
creator earns his self identity and self esteem by creating value

and not by stealing it. Christianity and Socialism support slavery
in which the absolute right of the individual to possess his earnings
are always viewed as relative to the needs of others. The main-
tenance of any form of involuntary servitude, no matter what the
reason, can never be compatible with justice. A moral person can-
not cannibalize the lives of others by forcing them to share their
earnings. Rejection of self sacrifice by the capitalist creator
logically requires never requiring it of others.

loney, when it represents a means of exchange based on an objective

standard of value, that is when its value is defined by the free
nmarket, stands for the value earned by an individual. The meta-
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physical basis of human existance requires purposeful choice in

the transformation of matter and enerdye. All value in sustaining
life at all levels from concrete processes to esthetic experiences
require effort and thought = it must be earned, that is derived

by the control of real cause-and-effect relationships. This

is the basis of sentient life. Under the ironclad rule that the
individual living entity must make a living, that is by purposeful
action requiring a careful economy of action in maximizing the
return for its efforts, it is accountable and responsible only to
itself., The individual human is so constituted that decisions and
actions can only be made at the individual level: collective
thought or decisions or actions do not and cannot exist. The
individual whether he chooses to recognize it or not is responsible
for his own actions and benefits or suffers the consequences of his
own actionse.

In a free and morally just society no individual nay be forced to
pay for the shortcomings of others. Forcing an individual to share
his earnings constitutes involuntary servitude i.e. slavery. The
capitalist creator who makes money, that is who earns value in the
free market is moral in earning his life. Thus, money which has
been earned by creating value and voluntary trade is a mark of an
individual's moral stature. This lies in stark contrast to the
statist bureaucrat who employs the threat of force to rob the
earnings of the creators while purveying all kinds of cynical
hypocrisies to gain the sanction of the victim,

The brute who exists by forcing others to pay his way or by indirect
looting through government expropriation is immoral and less than
human ethically. The Creator Class must recognize this and act
accordingly. Total militancy and moral rectitude are required by
the creators in confronting the purveyors of the vicious culture

in which we are temporarily compelled to live.

As such, property, which is the expression of one's right to life
in the material spliere, is the essential human right from which all
other rights, dignity and justice flow. Property is the means by
which an individual signifies the concrete value he has accrued in
his life. This value in its various forms represents the returns
for his investment of a person's intelligence, effort and time.

In a direct sense, property represents and is the life of the
individual. There is no difference in moral terms between the
proprietarian sanctity of a man's leg and his car, between his brain
and his calculator or between his blood and his land. hese are all
integral to his own life whiether he chooses to exploit these means
to the fullest or not does not reduce nis absolute noral proprie-
tarian right. Any enfringement on this right by others for any
purpose 1is unjustifiable.

The initiation of force against an individual to take his property
even if it is not directly essential to his corporeal existance,
constitutes a direct act of violence against his life and an indirect
threat to the lives of others. Anvone who initiates the use of
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own right to life. Theft of property

then, constitutes violence to the life of an individual in the

forced removal of the products of prior investments of his life.
Unless one is a thief, any object of value one possesses has required
thought and effort to create or obtain. More specifically, it

represents investment of one's own finite energy, problem solving

ability and living time. In actuality, then, theft constitutes

the taking of life. It is logical that the thief should stand ready

to forfeit his own life as the victimized individual takes
justifiable steps in protecting what is his by absolute right.

force, morally forfeits his

The wealth of possessions earned by an individual in a free society
is an indicator of his efficiency in creating value, To make money
means to create value in a free society. In a slave society where
force is employed to extract wealth from slave labor such as is the
case in a fully collectivized economy Or in a so-called "mixed
economy" where an increasing proportion of wealth is not earned but
robbed (by taxation, expropriation, nationalization, fiat currency,
eminent domain, zoning, state franchised cartels) under various
guises and justifications, the accumulation of money often signifies

the acquisition of loot through force.

Under increased collectivization of individual wealth by the state, it
becomes increasingly difficult for the moral individual to earn value
without participating in theft. At best, one's very existance in

such a society can be seen as tacit complicity unless one is ob-
jectively opposing those who maintain theft and murder as a way of
life or lend it an air of moral justification.

This problem of complicity hounds all morally integrated libertarians.
Using public roads and even drinking public utility water is morally
akin to trampling the podies and sucking the blood of creators.

A moral dilemma of this scope and intensity requires more than a
genteel intellectual controversy or an indirect cultural recondition=

ing of popularly held notions.

It requires total confrontation between the moral shocktroops of

two cultures. Creators must be willing to fight and take the chance
of dying, if they are to preserve their moral self-identity, rather
than accepting a life of cowardly rationalization and temporizing

as some libertarians have done. And of course, they will be fighting
alongside the first warriors of the Creator Class society whose

sense of mission constitutes self-identity above that of corporeal

existence.
Because of the era in which we live and because there exists no
free state accessible to the Creator Class and because even the

pbasics of life require criminal complicity, our lives on this planet
must logically be one of total struggle and confrontation.

Richard $lomon




EDITORIAL

EDITOR'S COLUMN

Altlough this is technically the first issue of QUEST, it is the
fourth monthly issuance from the ISFSC. In December of 1974, a short
two page newsletter with no title was sent to the members, Tnis was
followed by a three page "ISFSC Newsletter" in January accompanied
by several announcement sheets. The February "Journal'" was seven
photoreduced pages and represented a substantial document of some
5000 words of text. This is why the present issue of QUEST is
Volume 1, Number 2 rather than nunber 1. The present issue also
differs in its tabloid format from the last issue. And one can be
sure that other changes in format, style and content will take place
in QUEST insofar as it reflects the dynamism of the ISFSC and the
Creator Class. QUEST will be published monthly.

The name QUEST was selected because more than any other word it
signifies the mission-oriented ambiance of the ISFSC. Essentially,
we are in thought and action radical and militant libertarians but
where we break with old-style libertarians is in our capacity to
organize for the coming revolution.

Did you ever notice how the old-style libertarians especially the
land-cultists were so paranoid and suspicious of each other that
they could not even organize a picnic much less a free state. This
is epitomized inAyn Rand's break-up with Nathaniel Branden.
Doubtlessly, there were reasons for Rand's almost neurotic total
severance with Branden but had they been truely rational they might
have arbitrated their disagreements in private rather than giving
the altruist-collectivist peeping-toms a show of objectivist dirty
linen,

Even more fundamentally, the Colonizers are building a spirit of
revolutionary friendship based on rational self-interest. We have
evolved beyond the smug rationalizations of autarchic loneliness

to those of explicitly defined loyalty-based relationships on a
broad scale. We can accept and utilize the fact that there are many
individuals who require nuturing, that is rehabilitation into
militant Creator Class individuals, and that this can be done with-
out temporizing or falling prey to altruism and collectivism.

Simply put, while we are willing to invest in the future of a

free state, many of the old objectivists are not!

It is interesting to note that of these acid-tongued little bastards
of the old Rand-Cultist type, that none (at least in the State of
Washington) are active in the Libertarian Party. Among those that

I know, one is racing off to the Urient to study mysticism, another
is worshiping at the clay feet of Solzhenitsyn. These people and
others of that ilk never came to grips with their insecurities

about sex, physical violence or building deep long-term relationships
with other libertarians. The only things they ever were good for

was starting never-ending conflicts.

In contrast to this, the idea taking hold among the Colonizers is
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that of a worldwide libertarian movement with a highly organized,
programmatic ideological frame. This is the concept of the Creator
Class which lends structure to disparate individuals fighting for
their lives against A-C society and statist oppression. The

Creator Class permits the organization of all productive individuals

in combat with the forces of parasitism.

The concept and the actualization of space colonization is central
to the Colonizers because it is strategically the way to capture

the future. A=-C intellectuals are guilty of an enormous blunder in
their treatment of outer space colonization. They cannot escape
their own collectivist mentality and as a result of their epistemolog-
ical myopia they see Terra as an unescapably closed system. They
don't want to admit to the possibility (and the very strong
probability) that the adventurous, the intelligent and the hardy
could and would opt to leave Terra and all of A-C gunk behind.

Such a thought intuitively horrifies them because it implies that
wye are not all of us in this thing together" - not even in terms of
having to share the same nexternalities" of this statist slave
planet. In this way, we intellectually capture the future long
before the A-C intellectuals ever get there.

By actually colonizing space, we will have cut them off from the

main areas of future growth for humankind. They will be stuck to
stew in their own juices on this planet with what remains of
altruist-collectivist society - and we hope that as little as
possible of that scourge remains. Whereas in space we can build a
libertarian society from day one of arrival, it may require
generations of struggle to liberate any appreciable portion of Terra.

As you can see our QUEST is deep in intensity and broad in scope.
This is reflected in this issue of QUEST in the articles and news

items.

The Theoretical papers on the Warrior Class and the problem sophont
identity in a free Lunar society are being evolved simultaneously.
Thus, the Colonizers are taking the offensive both intellectually

and in concrete action.

The real drawback in this issue is that the diversity of contributors
is limited. I think my papers and ideas are great but QUEST can
certainly use contributions from other militant and radical
libertarians. Particularly welcome, are articles dealing with
psychology, libertarian law and about libertarian-capitalist move-
ments and happenings in other countries.

QUEST welcomes letters to the editor and submittals for articles
However, if you want your manuscript returned include a self-
addressed envelope and postage. At this time QUEST does not have
the means to pay for articles.

Richard $lomon




THE ARTS

BOOK REVIEW

A lot of research is being done these days into varieties of psychic
autonomy. The same thing cannot be said about the psychology of
collectivism; here, premises and axioms, rather than proven hypotheses,
nave ruled the research roost. As a result, Libertarians have been
forced into attacking the consequences of collectivist thinking,

rather thian examing its root causes; calling collectivism "anti
rational" was often the only available strategye.

However, some facts are available. Let us look at two sources of
data.

In the late '50's , a brilliant series of experiments was carried out
at Stanford University. It was found that individuals sought refuge
in collectives mainly to counter feelings of "anxiety" (emotional
uncertainty about their contexts) and "hunger" (subjective sense of
unfulfilled needs). The primary impulse was not problem-solving,

but "togetherness"; "hungry" or/and "anxious" persons simply wanted
to be with others who were egually worried, or starved. Groupings
based on hunger or anxiety were hostile to, and even refused to co
comnunicate with, those who were unworried and/or satisfied. The
effect of continued interaction within the qroup was homogenization
of the levels of anxiety/hunger, NOT a reduction of total anxiety/
hunger levels==--when total levels were reduced, the groups disintegrated.
The most important findings was that the process of collectivisation
was pre-rational; hat is, anxious/hungry persons sought to be with
others like themselves before any of them could decide to examine
their individual conditions outside group contexts. The only persons
who avoided collectivism entirely were those who wouldn't (or
couldn't) feel anxious or hungry; and a significant number of "non-
joiners" were escapists from reality, as well as from others.

One wishes that the results of the Stanford experiments were available
to Dr. Lionel Tiger; his "Men in Groups" could have taken a

different, more useful tacke. His book is still extremely useful

in defining the nature of vmale-to-male® bonding, and its pervasiveness
in human history and development. Dr. Tiger finds that all human
societies exhibit a peculiarity: almost all collective (or group)
activity also happens to be all-male or male-dominated. remales

have been assigned roles, duties, and functions; occasionally, thev
have been leaders, arbiters or societal symbols; but there are few
examples of major all-female institutions with independent, well-
gefined goals. Dr. Tiger concludes that eliminating male domination
of group activity could produce unforeseen consegquences on humankind;
he, naturally, prescribes caution.

Needless to say, the stanford experiments put Dr. Tiger's data in a
quite different light. It seems fair to ask whether, if Dr. Tiger's
information is correct, men are simply more anxious/hungry than
women; whether, in fact, ncollectivism" may be a typically male
attitude, and "individualisn" a femal one! Dr. Tiger hints at such

a conclusion, without perhaps recognizing its implications; he admits
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that societies where women have been explicitly admitted into major
roles and functions have had to modify their structures to allow for
the non-collectivistic traits that women bring with themselves into
the world of work. If he had pursued this line of thought, he might
have become a crypto-women's-libber, rather than the male chauvinist
he now appears to be---and, to him, this could be anathema.

Whether women are naturally individualistic, and men collectivistic,

is (to us) a peripheral issue, if an interesting one. A more important
discovery is that an instinct towards collectivism in human beings

(and especially, in men) can be experimentally demonstrated, and its
factors analyzed; also, that extensive data is available to test any
hypotheses that future experiments might indicate. All that is needed
is a few female psychologists with libertarian backgrounds who will
turn their attention to this neglected area of research--and this may

take a long time.

The Psychology of Affiliation, by Stanley Schachter, Stanford U Press
(1958/68)

Men in Groups, by Lionel Tiger, Thos. Nelson & Sons (1969)
Deb Das - Male

The International Society of Free Space Colonizers is a private
non-profit organization incorporated under the laws of the State
of Washington, USA. Its purpose is the establishment of human
colonies in extraterrestrial space free from coercive forces on
Terra, The ISFSC is militantly libertarian and as such is a
vehicle for the Creator Class movement and culture., As a fund-
amental rule of action in achieving its ultimate goals in space,
the ISFSC is allied with all individuals and organizations opposing
altruist-collectivism. This is done with the express purpose of
eventuating the establishment of libertarian free states on Terra
from which the colonization of space can be accelerated.

QUEST is a journal of ideas and events documenting the philosophical
technological, economic and political aspects of the ISFSC. It

is an organ of expression for the Creator Class movement which

not only deals with the specific programs of the ISFSC but of the
whole spectrum of problems involved in building a new culture.

~The Editor

All articles submitted for publication should be typed and double
spaced, submitted the Monday prior to the second Friday of the
month and with an addressed return envelope if the author wishes
it returned. All articles are property of the ISFSC.

r QUEST are $9.00 for twelve issues, trial
subscriptions are $2.00 for three issues and individual issues
are $1.00. Membership in the ISFSC is $30,00 for twelve months,
this includes twelve issues of QUEST, admittance to twelve
meetings and essays and articles at half price.

Editor - Richard S$lomon. All rights reserved, March 1975 by the
ISFSC. QUEST PO Box 9743, Seattle 98109 Tel. (206) 285-4783
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