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wife maintain over each other, and the maintenance of the altruisteLhical hypocrisy, are the psychological microcosm for the arbi-trary interventions of the state. Conservative politieal economyis a_recaPitulation of the conservative family wirich in turn j-s
a reflection of conservative psycho-epistemolbgy.

Libertarianism, once understood, is pure laissez-faire
capitalism. Conservativisn is not. rt is, in fact, a name fora set of attitudes which encompass parts of mysticism, altruism,collectivism and statism. Communism is pure reaction it is
modern, regression, but it operates on the same regressive princi-
.p1es which differentiates conservatives from libertarians.

A libertarian is an individual who relies upon reason, for
whom the universe is understandable and not an unresolvable riddle,
who enjoys his own judgment and whose emotional and intellectual
sense of self-esteem does not permit acceptance of the unearned.
A libertarian is an individual who lives for his owrl raLional
self-interest and who not only respects the right of others to
their o\^irl 1ives, but who recognizes his own interest in co-existing
with others selfishly maxin),zLng their or+n happiness. To be a
libertarian is not merely the rejection of initiating force
against others, but esthetically and emotionally desiring to
have only relationships which are rational and voluntary in nature.
A libertarian despises double standards and. norvhere does that
veheelence become more intense than with his loved ones. To live
a contradiction, and to impose it on one's family, is to live a
lie. It is the falsification of all ethical ideniity in one's
life. .A libertarian real.izes that to accept contrad.ictory
premises is to poison any chance for ultinate happiness and self-
satis faction.

The ultimate selfishness of a libertarian is that he or she
will endure social ostracism and physical loss to avoid a loss
of personal integrity and ethical identity. An objectively based
ethic which requires the individual to rely on the authority of
his own judgment permits absolutely no initiation of physical
intrusion over the will of others; it permits absolutely no
willful deviation from reason.

This is the d.ividion between conservatives and libertarians.It is a division over basic pfinciples and over the intuitive
sense of life which imbues bbth camps. rt is rhe d.ifference
between full acceptance of a "this world" metaphysic, do objective
gpi:temology, a rarional- egoisric'erhic, and a iuiry competilive,individuarian political economy on the one side, 

"i-rd. "r, other-worldly, theisric (or social) metaphysic, a faiih-based (orrelativist) epistemology, an altruist-coilectivist ethic andauthoritarian political- economy on the other. There are no in-
beEweens or "g!"y"" permissibfl. Ethical choices, and in fact al1choices , are Ufacic and white.
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The conservative is basically living in an ethical "no man's
Land." His intellect and emotion are di+ided between authori-
tarianisrn and libertarianism. The most that one can say for
conservativism is that we can hold optimistically that it is a
transition to a fully capitalist way of life. This is why so
many libertarians are in dire concern for their friends ana
relations living behind the Faith Curtain of altruist-collectivism.

lle know it is h.ard to crawl out from under the rubble of
millennia of conditioning and indoctrination. T.nIe know it takes
courage to break out across the altruist-collectivist minefields
endangering independent, objective and selfish thought and action.
But conservatives have to do it for themselves. No other can
think for them. The assertion of their own minds is the most
selfish act they can perform. Think and love yourself you
deserve it !

The intellectual and attitudinal division between conserva-
tives and libertarians ramifies our di-fferent historical-
ideo.logical outlook. For conservatives, the political-economic
struggle against totalitarianism has become desperation. Time is
running out on all fronts. Although libertarians do not under-
estimate the forces of statism and their growing influence, there
is an appreciation that the future can be on our sicie. tr'Ie see
that elements of libertarian-capitalist culture'can be spread.
We can pose a growing challenge to even the most tyrannical of
societies.

fhis view is easier for many libertarians because they are
not bound up with an irrational allegiance to the national power
and presti-ge crf the U. S. of A. Ccmmunisrn is seen more as a
violent conservative reaction in societies which are economically
and philosophically immature and cannot implement capitalisn.
In the broadest sense, l,larxism-Leninism and Maoism are conservative
reactions (as was Hitlerian National Socialism) to the forces of
rational egoism and anarcho-capitalisur.

Historically, the most devastating counter-attack against
liberty and laissez-faire was not produced by Counnunism, but by
homegrown conservatives in the nineEeenth century. The policies
of Otto von Bismark in Germany and U. S. conservative-supported
legislation, such as the Sherman Antitrust Act were far more
effective harbingers of Socialism than the Bols hevik. Eake-over
of the already despotic tsaridt F.ussia.

Libertarians , of course, despise Cormrunism and ridicule the
ersatz freedorn and looter prosperity of socialist democracies,
lrtt they cannot help but scorn the gross misrepresenLation of
laissez-faire capitalism by the conservatives. We are nauseated
by the corporate-fascist advertisements of Mobil Oil and other
state-protected oligopolies in defense of "free enterprise."
Conservatives nust stop posing as libertarians because the world
will soon known the difference.

ILlchard Slomon
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IIIPOTENCE (Contlnued from front cover)' ,... ---' Of what great importance is Eugene
MccarLhy,'Timbthy Leary and Margo st. Sames to a serious
Libertarian p,olitical organization. ltrot that these-E@aters are
bad in and of thenselves; they all manifest some Libeitarian
tendencies , but that is not the point. Al1 oT-6ur attention
should have been focused on the best ideological minds available
Providing the organizational theory and transitional mechanics
for dismantling the State.

At this time the Libertarian Party is a waste of effort
until it can be redirected by serious political and ideological
theorists. Thg Party has no chance for making progress wiLh its
Present mode of operation. Aside from lacking money and popular
suPPort, a problem afflicting every nascent political movement,
it has no strategy and program. As a result, it has no trained
and dedicated cadre ready to carry out the long-term program of
the Party. Education is needed within the Party first, Eo
develop people who will be full-time participants and know what
they're doing. The lack of ideological development becomes
apparent in comparing the LP's ner^/s organ with that of the U.S.
Labor Party's New Solidarity. There is a near total lack of
develoOgvelopmenE of concrete l-ssues or of theoretical positions in
the Libertarian Party literature. The American Libertarian Party

f concr'ete fisues or of theoretical positions in
is not only failing to provide its own membership with much-needed
clarification of issues, but it is failing fledgling parties in
other countries as wel1. America must be the greai itaging
point for Libertarian revolution because it is the most advanced
society on earth if we fail here, w€ are strategically finished!

The Political Action Caucus has been formulating the means
for at least approaching the problem of how to succeed politicaily
in dismantling the State. The prerequisite for this is a Ehoror:gh
and ongoing translation of abstract philosophical principles into
an ideological program which ean achieve strength in terms of
existing pluralistic mass politics. The best move the LP could
make at this time is temporarily abandoning its attempt to become
a mass constituency party and applying all of its resources to
developing an ideological program. Once having that it should
move to training a professional cadre and the publication of an
international news organ

It is, unfortunately, vel:y doubtful that lhe LP leadership
will take this approach. The present leadership appears to be
lntoxicated with the fact of even having a political'party at all.
llany.of the leading lights seem to think that the LP is destined
to iake over in thE plice of a moribund Repgbtican Party. Even
lf this did occur, rttich is.highly unlik"fif the LP wouid face

* Ia is doubtful, given the "Grand Old Party's" victory in
Washington's Seventh Congressional District race for the
seat vacated by Brock Adims that the Republican Party will
not lirnp along for some time. The DemocraEs would cer-
tainly hate to see it go.
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tlie sane 
'dreary problems facing politicaLly active conservatives

today. Inheriting "second major party rank" would not cure the
piesent situation in which both conservatives and liberals have a
cozy arrangement in sharing the perquisites of state power.

Lookirig at the record of the last five years, one would have
to conclude that either the LP has been run by fools or by agents
appointed to stymie its grorvth. Contrary to the erroneous belief
that the failure of the LP is predicated on the lack of potential
support, the political field is actual-ly fertile with opportunities
for a well-directeC Libertarian political movement. This cannot
occur as long as the leadership of the Party is permeated and
hampered by nonobjective and sectarian idealists divorced froro
reality

Sectarian idealism (incorrectly termed "left-wing sectarianism"
by arch-polemicist Rothbard) is a tragic heresy afflicting
tire Party- Sectarian idealisrn resulfs from both politicil naivet{
and context-dropping. One constancly reads in the hastily written
preacherly articles of underground Libertarian journals loud
denunciations of "political expediency. " These fire-breathing
sectarians are ready to equate any political maneuver with rank
"pragmatism. "

- A-gogd example of Lhis is the flap over MacBride's rejection
of several vice-presidential candidates because of potenti;l
gampgign _problems resulting from their backgrounds. {Jndoubtedly,
it shoul-d make no negative difference to rational persons if an'individual is a homosexual or that he is a tax evader or smuggler.
But that lras not the context in which the selection was beinf-
made. Everything else being equal., a kaorvn homosexual (the !T
eandidatc i-n question had been active in Gay Lib) or tax evader
could lirnit an already weak presidential campaign. MacBride
performed no breach of rational ethical standards. He wanted a
running mate which would-Jro-ffie him with the greatest political
efficacy in gaining the support of a non-Libertarian electorate.
lle considered the context of his choice. There was no resorting
to the ends-justifying-the-means on his part as loudly accused
by the sectsarian fire-breathers.

Many of the irate sectarian idealists attacked l,IacBride for
the implication of his rejection rather than the specific ethical
charEEeF-dflETs action aid its objective contextuil relationship.
They felt that his choice constituted a capitulation to the non-ratioiEl-prejudice of the macroculture a catering to
non-Libertarian ideals. The choice of a running mate, in their
view, should disregard these unfortunate facts of reality. This
situation betrays the profound. misunderstanding of Libertarian
epistemology and ethics by the sectarian idealists and their
followers -

The ethicality of MacBride's choice nust be based on an
objective. standard if it is to be judged in terms of reason. In



-25_

keeping with this, the ethicality of his choice c'annot be judged
in Eerms of irnplied nrotivation. Responsibility for the bigotiy
and misjudgment of the electorate cannot be attributed to MacBiide.
In turn, I'lacBride owes no explanation to the electorate unless hehas elpl,isil1t promised such. There is no implied obligation by
a candidate to present strong evidence of his willingness(ceteris paribus) to have a homosexual or tax-evader or smuggler
as a lunning mate. There is, in fact, Do rational ethical iequire-
ment for satisfying claims based on implied obligations of any
kind. Contrary to the belief of certain neo-subjectivist and-
sectarian idealists, there is no rational basis for "implied
contracts. "

Careful consideration of the objective context of MacBride's
choice would have clearly denonstrated the ethical effieacy of
his choice. MacBride had only one obligation which he made to
the Partl to run as an effective candidate by its principles and
its platform. Iie had no obligation to sacrifice the interest of
the Party on his own presidential candidacy. MacBride engaged
in no initiation of physical force or breach of contract by-
selecting what he judged to be the most effective availablb runnirrg
mate; thus, the action itself (the means) was ethically acceptable.
The ethical desirability of I'facBride becomes clearer in the ton-
text of the non-Libertarian, pro-statist electoral majority and
the purpose of winning over this electorate to erode the power and
impact of the State. Both means and ends were impeccably- correct.

The problem here, as elsewhere, is a subjective and social
metaphysical l,'iew of reality which is contrary to an efficacious
Libertarian poiitic. MacBride's critics in this case behaved in
the best tradition of context-droppers. The failure of many
Libertarians to understand the contextual relationships and
ethical requirements of MacBride's choice is linked to the
existence of nonrational atcitudes at the epistennological 1evel.
The threat of neo-subjectivism to the functioning of the Party
and to the philosophical integrity of the Libertarian movement
is not comnonly recognized.

Not since the epistemological studies of Ayn Rand has there
been any widely discussed serious work on objective standards of
knowledge in the movement. There is a tendency to take epistemo-
logical and psycho-epis t enological matters for granted. The
coumon attitude among many movemeni hacks is to disregard
"obscure and abstract points of philosophy which tend to be
devisive" "After all," goes the rhetorical question, "is it
not enough that we all support the cause of liberty?" The prob-
lem, however, is not a minor or obscure point of philosophy, it is
in fact the deterrnining question of our entire political ideology
and strategical-tactical methodology. It is not enough that "we"
all temporarily support the cause of liberty if the party leader-
ship is imbued with concepts anci attitudes which directly conflict
with the necessary philosophical basis of a Libertarian political
economy. Things are bound to go wrong from the start, a fact
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IHPOTENCE (Continued)

well in evidence in the Libertarian Party. Neo-subjectivism isthe recrudescence of an attitude which hbs been affiicting hurnanthought over the ages.

Rand's stress on Objectivism is not an accidental choice.
The attack on-the validity of human cognitive porrers and. reason-
+g capacity, is an old and ever-preseni featuri of the mysticism,altruism, collectivism and statiim complex. The attack on
9bje9,t1ve values and the rise of nihilist collectivism among theincelligentsia and youth, of Tsarist Russia 'oras a phenomenon-well
documented in the epochal "Vekhi" ("signposts"), i collection ofarticles published between l4arch 1909 and I'ebruary 1910. The
same forces in a different context are at work in the macroeulturein this country. Ngo-s-ubjectivism in the Libertarian political
movement increasingly focuses on the emotional self-inbulgenceof those who are only partially disinfected of altruisticl
col lectiwist tendencies .

- The problems of sectarian idealism and neo-subjectivism are
9n1y two among several afflicting the Libertarian Movement and
it" political arm, the Libertarian Party. Future articles will
begin dlg"ecting chq ideological problems of the party and how
they reflect attitudinal and philosophical problems i; rhe move-ment" In the meantime, w€ ask al1 of our reb.ders to write to us
about the problems affecting local party organizations. The PACis aware of sectarian idealist and neo-subjectivist debacles in
Washington State and New York, and we have-heard about problems
in other state party organi-zations. Our ideological progress
can be accel-erated by abstracting from diverse pofitital-erperience.

R:lchard Slomon

ABORTION (Continued from page 18)

The badic error of both positions is to assume that the
natural right of individuals rnay be violated to serve a "higherend." An individual's life is an end in itself. The "right to
1ife" means thd individual-'s right to his or her own life and not
to the life and product of others. Thus an embryo-fetus may be
aborted rvithout denying its right to its own fifa. Advocating
special privileges for some by the violation of the lives of
others is self-defeating it must result in the abandonment of
any consistent principle of rights.

Richard R. Slomon
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!ilRONG SIGNPOSTS (Continued from page 8)

The synthesis of this condition is to some extent mirrored in
Agursky's description of the authoritarian-s1ave mentality.
Tragically, it. becomes a description of himself : lle states,
"...many people living in totalitarian countries, having survived
terror and been brairusashed by propaganda, are not only genuinely
content with their position, but virtually consider themselves to
be the happiest people on earth. This, however, engenders an
inferiority connplex vis-a-vis the democracies, so that the inhabi-
tants of totalitarian countries often turn into implacable
enemies of freedom, ready and willing to destroy everything that
reminds them of the free will they have lc'st. This applies in
many respects to the intellectuals of these countries, who often
display a pathological fear of freedom. " This is exemplary of
the schizoid "liberalism" of the authoritarian personality. While
his left hand is strangling free expression and forcing us into
quaint little communes, the right hand is pointing a finger of
shame at trhe perverse benightedness of modern-day serfs.

So here we have it: an open admission of the murderous envy
of the altruist-collectivist mentality. And this should be no
surprise to those familiar with SolzheniLsyn's identification of
the qualicy of self-negating envy so prevalent in the Soviet
people. The purity of pathological expression in a totalitarian
society is perhaps still too subtle to be appreciated by the
relatively healthy occi-dental, much less a li-bertarian w-ho actr:ally
rejoices at the accomplishments of his fellows. But if illustra-
tion is any value, can you imagine the depth of despair, of self-
loathing, of bitter resentment expressed in the leeringly smug
satisfaction that Solzhenitsyn tells us occurs when the KGB leads
ahray a neighbor. Anyone who gains an advantage is hated and
viciously envied. Such is the result of the MACS syndrome: such
is the tragedy of the SovieE dissidents !

Richard R. Slomon

KfD LIB Contlnued frorn page 4)

Ttnrs, we urge the repeal of all larus which discriminate against yorng
Psrsons nor^r arbifrarily classed as r-rrderaged mlnors such as: (1) cor
pulsory edrrcaticrr and pr-nr-ishrtrrt for tn:anry; (2) juverile codes and
detenticrr systr'mc; (3) ballot restrictions based cn age; (4) cLrfew
l"arrrs and ordinanees; (5) statutoqf rape and incest lar^rs; (6) chifd
labor "p:rotectitrr" laws; (7) csrsorship of publications of srtertainnsrt
laos and ordin:rrces; (8) prohibiticn of alcoholic beverages and other
substances; and (9) forced wage and propercy transfer to parents srd
guardiae lar^rs.

I.Ie fi.rrher assert the right of parents to their cnaa lives arrd properEy
ard to tF€ rigilt to terminate their obligaticm w-ithin the sccpe of
rnhrrtary conkactr:al agrearerrts .

Rlchard R. Slomon
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For example, take an argumen! against conscription. The
statist will argue that it is necessary to force individuals to
fight against a greater evil. The classic libertarian repudiation
is that all coercion is in principle the same. That the only use
of force permissible is that to counter the initiation of force
and thaE the threat of force in the case of conscription is merel-y
the use of coereion. At that point the statist wiil regress into
a collectivist position, that the individual owes what tre is to
Society and thus has an undefined ob}igation to defend the socj-al
system. The libertarian easily demolishes this argument by chal-
lenging the claim of social realism. At that point, the collecti-
vist argument falls back to altruism as a bastion of defense.
The statist argues that even i-f Society is not substantively real,
the individual is morally compelled to sacrifice for the sake ctf
others, that selfishness is evil. Again, the libertarian counters
with the logically absurd consequences of everyone sacrificing for
each other. At this point the statist may agree that self-
sacrifice is logically absurd and unciesirable in terms of our
present and knowable existence, but that life can only h"yq mean--ing by denying this world and freeing oneself of this world.

In sum, the metaphysical and epistemological mysticism is
necessary (if not entirely sufficient) for a] truism. Denial of
the know-able world and the val-ue of reason, the senses and
physical existence, is the base for echical self-sacrifice. In
tuln, although many forms of collectivisrn have existed before the
deveiopmenc iif altruism, altruism is the esseniial ethical doctrine
forrpdern collectiv'ism and the totalitarian State.

Excerpted from "Mysticism, Altruism,
The F6ur Evi1s" (presented February
meeting of the International Society

tr

Richard R. Sl-omon
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