





THE FUTURE ANARCHO-CAPITALIST MILITARY DEFENSE (cort. from page 8)

before the world hegemonial ambitions, or the fears of internal revolutionary de-
stabilization caused by our example lead to military attack.

There is, thus, a real need for organized military defense in the forseeable
future in a world of national states. The problem with Targe scale military defense
as an economic good is the non-specific benefit of the service to individuals and
difficulty of personal assessment. The benefits of area defense are individually
uneven, however, the scale of investment required and the market size necessary for
efficient protection make a unanimous contract virtually impossible. As David
Friedman points out, the cost of negotiation would in itself be vast.

P In spite of these seeming difficulties, organized military area defense is not

_different in kind from any other economic good: it is not, for instance, a "public
good". (David Friedman makes the unfortunate.-mistake of attributing an in-kind dif-
ference to "national defense" because of the difficulties of attributing specific
individual benefits and assessments and thus of leaving area security services to the
market. He says, "...national defense -- defense against nations -- must defend
areas of national size, whether or not they contain nations. It is thus a public
good, and one with a very large public.")S. It can, and obviously has been
treated as such and with devastating consequences, e.g. the "mutually assured
destruction" MAD-ness of the present nuclear strategic arms race. A "public good”
is a meaningless term unless it is something owned equally by everyone of a particu-
lar greup. Because the provision of a gnod or a service somehow benefits someone
other than the intended beneficiary does not change the basic private, proprietarian
disposition of the value being transacted.

. Military defense can be organized for large or small areas. Undoubtedly there

are economics of scale and greater potential capabilities of a military force backed
by the economic capacities of North America as opposed to those available to the

“Armed Forces of Manhattan". A military force defending a particular areca will provide
defepse values for everyone living in the area whether they contribute or not to the
cost of defense. This free "neighborhood effect" to non-supportive beneficiaries wiil
not deter the provision of organized defense. In order to understand how this weculd
work, we must first understand revolutionary transitional mechanics and the abolition
of the state.

The abolition of the State apparatus will reguire in itself an orcanized and dis-
ciplined military-political apparatus. The revoiutionary struggle against the State
will occur in stages. Dismantling the State in this country will require a system-
atic assertion of control over different sectors of its apparatus. Among these wili
be the military and police systems. At a certain point, libertarian forces will be in
a position to affect a complete takeover and accelerate the process of dismantlement
and abolition. This may include civil war with reactionary statist forces. The
victory of libertarian forces will require the immediate settlement of mass restitu-
tion with the auctioning of all stolen property to restore to whatever extent possible,
the losses sustained by those victimized by the State. The only category of public
property which has not been stolen are the vast federal and state lands whicn cover
over one third of the territorial United States. Tnis land outside of that which may
have belonged to indian and eskimo populations could be retained as support for the
revolutionary military forces in continued defense of the U.S.A. The proceeds from
the lease and sale of this land should be sufficient to provide a solid financial
basis for an efficient system of strategic defense. In 1975 dollars, the cost of this
defense would probably not exceed Lwenty billion dollars. Most of the present "defense'
costs are for the support of bureaucracy, foreign military aid, pensions, and ineffi-
cient and obsolete weapons systems. Sale of obsolete military hardware would not pe
necessarily detrimental to defense interests and would, in fact, provide valuabie
revenues.
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The lease of mineral rights over this land could provide at least that
much return. It must be understood that the entire population of the U.S.A. would
have at least 500 billion additional (1976) dollars to invest in the marketplace
which are presently being wasted in government. By the advent of the libertarian
success, government "revenues" may indeed be double this amount. The pressure for
materials would easily spill over in a demand for space and rescurces in the defense
agency lands.

The ethical legitimacy for the defense agency's claim to the federal lands would
come of its prior investment of time, effort and capital in overthrowing the State.
Until the ebolition of the State no group or individual can establish successful
claim to this land. The agency which succeeds in terminating the governmentai system
of the United States will be in a position to.establish the most effective claim
based on (%) its' general claim to compensatory payment for services rendered to the
entire population of the United States for having removed the yoke of the State and
its enforceable claim to compensation for the return of stolen property; and (2) iis
prior investment in the acquisition of unowned resources. The libertarian revoiution-
ary underground organization, through its work in the successful abolition of the
State, would become as the North American Defense Company the owner over these terri-
tories.

Trrespective of this possibility there would be other sources of support for a
military defense agencies. It should be understood that there would be many defense
organizations operating at different levels. Various communities, towns and cities,
would organize their own Tocal militias supported by business asscciations, unicns,
ethnic groups and community groups. Anyone who would be free to pay for or partici-
pate in a security organization. Most people would involve themselves to some extent.
The total conversion of all public property intoe private property by abolishing the
State would permit the overwhelming majority of persons to have become property
owners. The tenacity and loyalty of local defense forces would be directly reiafed
to the self interest of property owners anchored in the lccal community. Fervent
allegiance of persons to their communities is evident in the enormous support given
to local teams in competing sports events. There is no reason to assume local
militias would have difficulty in attracting support. The removal of all vestrictions
on the possession of firearms combined with the mechanical aptitude and inventiveness
of Americans would result in an armed camp posing extreme difficulties for any mili-
tary occupation force.

These local forces would not be an effective surrogate for a strategic area
defense which would have to include a land, air, sea and space forces. The nature of
military professionalism is not profit oriented. Individuals who will volunteer for
service in the North American Defense Company will be selected for their ethical and
professional orientation. Competiticn for entry into the NADC will be stiff as the
mission-orientation and esprit-de-corps of the NADC will attract those seeking to
achieve the highest level of personal integration.

It will be the dedication and ethical professionalism of these forces which wili
attract the self-intevesved and patriotic material support of the population. Large
firms having a vested interest in the security of their markets and suppliers will
contribute to the support of the NADC. The argument that firms making contributions
to area defense would be relatively less ‘economically competitive with firms electing
not to assume the cost of defense is true in a narrow economic sense. An infermed
population would tend to support firms bearing the cost of area defense. Small, and
nichly competitive firms would more often than not seek a respectable status in the
marketpiace by making appropriate contributions. In fact, it is more likely that new
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and innovative firms would advertise their contributions to area defense both in
money and technical innovations. For example, a computer firm breaking into the
market with a better product might donate some demonstration models to the NADC
(or some other defense firm) as a demonstration of the product's applicaticn.

A defense agency might gain special suppcrt for elite units or different branches
of military service from annual pledges from vcluntary organizations, auxilliary
groups (much like present day alumni associations). There are large numbers of people
who are quite willing to support "the Marines", "the Navy", "the Green Berets", etc.

A free capitalist econcmy would produce the wealth necessary to easily support --
through voluntary contributions -- a sufficient area defense. This is not to speak
of the technological efficiencies provided for area defense by an unrestrained scien-
tific and technical development.

Undoubtedly there will be competing defense firms. Some will cover smaller areas,
or specialize in different types of security problems. For instance, a special
security-defense agency might protect the Hawaiian archipelago. It might have special
arrangements with the NADC. There is, in fact, every reason o assune that dafense
companies would negotiate alliances with local militias and even other countries.
These arrangements would of course be influenceable by their favor or disfavor with
the supporting population. Since support would be purely voluntary, individuals and
groups could stop supporting a defense firm if its policies fell into distavor. On
the other hand, a defense firm would be free to develope its own policies and contin-
gencies. The success of the firm would depend to what extent its policies were in
Tine with reality.

> Undoubtedly, there will be problems in this kind of area defense but there are
many reasons to assume that it will be far superior to what exists now aside from the
fact that the present system is ethically unjustifiable.ﬁ

The present system of military defense for the United States does not, in fact,
defend the United States. It depends on holding the entire population of {he country
hostage to nuclear devastation. The entire strategy of the U.S. military is not
defense but “"mutually assurred destruction": it is retaliatory annihilation. This
kind of "defense" strategy cannot work when a partially free society is confronting
a slave society.

The Soviet ieaders are not concerned about large losses, as long as they can be
assurred of ultimate victory. The only thing a collectivist Teadership is ultimately
concernaed about is josing or winning -- pecple are "expendable". Ac soon as they are
(in their own eyes in any case) assurred of "acceptable losses" in destroying or dis-
arming their chiaf obstaclie to world hegemony, they will be compelled by their own
logic to initiate war. Thus, U.S. "defense" is a farce, it is cnly a matter of time
before a strateaic breakthrough favoring the Soviet military first strike or the
fear of "never having a better opportunity" will compell them to attack -- the U.S.
population being held hostage for "defense" will be devastated. This is obviously
not "defense" but a super game of Russian Reulette with the gun always pointed at
our heads.

: There are other reasons why our present system of military "defense" is incom-
petant. 1t is a government bureaucracy with a vast number of internal sub-bureau-
cracies whose overriding motive is to maintain their continued appropriaticns. The
maintenance, for instance, of vast tank forces are obsolete and a drain on expendi-

tures. Anti-tank weapons, in terms of effectiveness and cost, are far superior.
The maintenance of hundreds of military bases, aging bomber fleets and naval ships
are examples of the inertia of a government monopoly. This does not address the iow
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morale and lack of combat readiness of our military. Further signs of bureaucratic
osteosis include a disproporticnate ratio of officers to personnel. In a fully
competitive and laissez faire system the firm must ruthlessly trim the ceadwooa from
itsfstaff to remain efficiently competitive. It must Tower its costs or reduce its
profits.

Undoubtedly, some if not all of these probliems could be mitigated even under a
statist system. After all, the German WEHRMACHT was an efficient military machine
under one of the most tyrannical and bureaucratically regimented states of all time.
The problem is that the cost of these military machines, not oniy in terms of money,
but in terms of lost freedoms and grave dangers, is horrifying. Statist military
machines do not protect, they dominate and make war on their own people, as well &s
incite wars with other naticns. They have every reason, for instance, to promote
war and expanded weapons programs beyond their actual needs. The military in the
modern state is almost always a welfare-sponge for the unemployed or unemployable.
Foreign and "defense" policies are always directed to some degree by the economic
problems caused by prior mismanagement of monetary, fiscal or other forms of govern-
ment intervention. War is the final "solution" to the economic dislocations and
resulting restiveness caused by the State. The military and its organization, thus,
has little to do with defense in any objective sense, it is merely another tool for
statist intrigue, deception and power. Every war in which the United States has
invoived itself has resulted in a major loss of individual Tiberty and in a growth
of state power.

The military or rather defense firm in an anarchocapitalist society would have
te run itself efficientiy or lose suppert. Having to bear the burden of its oun
costs it would become the leanest and most muscular force by comparison with nation-
state militaries. It would have a minimum of administrative bureaucracy, the hign-
est possible ratio of battle-ready personnei and units, and it wouid be quick to
phase out obsolete weaponry or at least to minimize support for such systems. 1t
would do all these things to keep its costs low and to maintain 2 high level of
support from its clients.

The opportunities for abuse by defense firms in an anarchocapitalist scciety will
be minimal. A defense firm will have no institutional means of enslaving its client
population as presently exists with conscription and taxation. There will be no
public schools indoctrinating youth to serve mindlessly as canon fodder for the nation
state imperialists. There will be no government spying agencies to keep tabs on
dissenters and no federal state to invoke punishment for sedition. More importantly,
the whole population will be armed and locally fortified. The difficulties faced by
a well-supported invading force in having te overcome a decentralized, local resis-
tance to cccupation would be even worse for a domestic defense firm. It would Tose
its support in the early stages of iis aggression. The cost of takeover of even a
simall area would be prohibitive -- it could be done only by mass destiruction -- and
then it would be fiercely resisted as an occupying invader. In so deing, the defense
firm would greatly increasas the chance of being attacked by other firms or the mili-
taries of nation States.’/

This situation differs vastly from the existing one in which the entire popula-
tion of the Western World is held hostage by a few central qovernments which are able
to exercise control at every level of human interaction. If the U.S. government
decided to give in to Soviet hegemony and tc accept the presence of an occupying
force, the U.S. population in its present condition would have 1ittle effective

choize but to give in to the decision of the Federal Government.

Ancther, and the most crucial, difference, between a statist and private firm
{cont. on page 35)
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A small bioc of covert anarcho-capitalists in the U.S. House could magnify
their impact by working alternatively within larger blocs of Tiberals or conservatives
on different issues. What they can do will be Timited by their numbers and their
capacity to infiuence other legislators. The latter, however, assuming a given
level of competence, will also grow out of political strength of numbers and the
level of manifest discipline. In most cases,holding a third of the seats in any
body will be sufficient to dominate the entire process.

The Italian Communist Party, for instance, is a good example of a disciplined
political movement attaining power. In what nominally should be the most hostile
anti-communist Roman Catholic population, the PCI through internal organization,
shrewd development of strategy and tactics is gaining power at all levels of the
Italian government apparatus. Where it suits them, they work with bourgeois capital-
ists, their ultimate ideological and class enemies, even to the point of pecoming
temporarily barely indistinguishable from them, and,when necessary, they refrain from
taking advantage of momentary tactical strength to achieve longer tevm strategic
advantage. The actual ideolcgical Communists in Italy are a relatively small minor-
ity -- but through organization and discipline they have attracted the political
and support of large blocs of "political agnostics". Their political success has been
one of the great stimulants to the young and ambitious in choocsing their ideclogical
allegiances. Political strength can change the hearts and (then) the minds of the
masses.

Our road to power is a long one, but one which is achievable. We can no longer
allow ourselves the luxuries of despair and defeatism. The U.S.A. can become a
free libertarian society within our lifetimes if we discipline ourselves to the task.
We ask you to join us now in achieving this world-historical task.

- The PAC
THE FUTURE ANARCHO-CAPITALIST MILITARY DEFENSE (Cont. from page 21)

defense would be the level of morale, esprit de corps and professicnalism. Statist
militaries tend to reflect the welfare functions of their governments. As a result,
and this is especially the case in the U.S. military, the levei of morale, profession-
alism and esprit de corps is drastically low. A defense firm woeuld be recruiting
individuals who psychologically and ability-wise were best fit for professional
soldiering. Any cother course would be a waste of the firm's resources. There would

be no draft in a free society. Elligibility for officer-level pesitions in a private
defense firm would probably be based after a suitable probation period on a iifetime
contract. The military would be, thus, composed of people who really belonged there --

not reluctant draftees or ROTC opportunists.

At a more profound level, the lack of philosophical integration which pervades
the military in an authcritarian society, the faith-bound fanaticism of even the best
statist warriors is ultimately no surrogate for the objectively-reasoned professional
dedication promoted in a libertarian society. Ultimately, it is the dedication to
values and the full desire to maximize those values which will make the difference
in the performance of a military force.8 The tragic conssquences of mysticism and
statism are nc better demonstrated perhaps, than in the irrational promotion and
selection cf officers in Tsarist Russia in Alexander Solzhenitsyn's August 1314.9
These tragic consequences are not limited to the old fashioned tyrranies but to the
nev-fashicned despotism of Stalinist Russia as well. The lack of free market compe-
titicn and the resulting ostecsis and decay in all government moncpoly "services" is,
thus, 2 condition which extends even intc what has long been considered by many
libertarians as the only possibie legitimate sphere of statist nmioncpoly: the sector
of military area defense.

(cont. on page 36)
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SPECIAL REPORTS - RHOLESIA (cont. from page 27)

savages. Winston Field first lead the Rhodesian Front Party to victory on a "White
Rhodesia' platform, but after failing badly at the Federal Break-up, he was easily
ousted and replaced by Ian Smith who had deserted the previous liberal government of
Edgar Whitehead.

The declaration of Independence in 1965 was not the only option open to the
Rhodesians, and, in the 1light of subseguent events, appears to have been a mistake, or
even treasonable (to Rhodesia) if one queries the support given at the time by Oppen-
heimer of the Anglo-American Corp. who has since proved to be one of free Rhodesia's
most implaccable enemies whiie still enjoying massive government protection of his
enterprises. Taken from that point of view it would appear to have been necessary to
rally all Rhodesians behind a single god-like hero in order to eventually bring them
all to believe that black Marxist-Socialism is the only inevitable and sensible form
of government in Africa. Whatever the reasons, it succeeded in multiplying the power
of government tenfold. Al1 this in the name of a state cf emergency which has existed,
non-stop for twelve years, during which time, the Rhodesians kept their heads above
water financially and had imposed upon *them a 'world beating' constitution which isn't
worth the paper on which it is written.

To go into the constitution would take up many thousands of words and an inter-
pretation many thousands more. However the meat is simply that the power of government
and the President are enshrined while the individual citizen is politely fobbed off
with a non-judiciable 'Declaration of Rights'. It contains a conveniently simple
suspension mechanism in the Declaration of Emergency which is firmly backed up by the
all-encompassing Emergency Powers Act end its' attendant Emergency Regulations. These
reagulaticns have the full power of law but were devised by the Minister and ais depart-
mental advisors without debate in Parliament, as is the case with all regulations in
this country. As a point of interest, of 31 prospective candidates (Rhodesian Front)
at the recent election 29 admitted not having read the latest Emergency Powers Regu-
lations, and this in spite of full press coverage over a period of some weeks. IT a
people truly get the government they deserve, they are about due for a 3lack Demagogue.

Rnodesia's leaders have nlaced tremendous emphasis on private enterprise and pri-
vate ownership of property over the last few years and have succeeded in convincing
many that they are indeed capitalists. There is property ownership and fuil investment
of capital. The government has massive control, they or one of their commissions or
boards. This country has travelled from wild bush via unfettered fres-enterprise,
the only system which can build a country, to a virtual tctalitarian state in &0
shert years. Now that, in the eyes of the outside worid that is real progress, ine
only hang-up is the colour of the result.

THE FUTURE ANARCHO-CAPITALIST MILITARY DEFENSE (cont. from page 35)

Thus, in summary, the problem of providing area defense without rescriing to
coercion or without requiring altruistic sacrifice is basically resolved and with it
the last major theoretical or practical objection to anarchocapitalism. The way to
future victory in establishing a voluntary social order is in general terms clearly
delineated. We can accomplish anarchocapitalism within our lifetime and by so
doing, advance the level of human life with unimaginable (in terms of present
academic thought) acceleration. An anarchocapitalist social order will suppert
within two generations a population several times that which presently exists at a
level per capita wealth wnich will exceed that of the richest nations today. An
anarchocapitalist economy will encompass the entire Sclar System. We'll be mining
and industrializing the raw resources of the moon within twenty vears, in fifty
we will be exploiting the Asteroid Belt, Saturn and Jupiter. There is no forseeable
end tc our potential growth -- as soon as we free ourselves of tyranny.

-Richard R. Slomon
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THE INEPT RIGHT (zont. from page 17)

The recent elections in Washington are consistent with past elections in the
Evergreen State. They reflect an inability by the conservatives to cash-in fully on
the public discontent with statist policies. While the conservative contradictions
no doubt handicap the anti-statist movement, I believe that the primary cause of this
failure is due to lack of understanding of political realities and a lack of develop-
ment of strategy. Libertarians now have their chance if they'l1l take advantage of it.

-Galen Tyler

THE FUTURE ANARCHO-CAPITALIST MILITARY DEFENSE

footn:

1. The "Authoritarian Complex" covers the interrelated and concateznating doctrines
of mysticism, altruism and collectivism which ultimately permit, and promote tne
rise of statism, the organized coercion of entire human populations. It also refers
to the web of political, economic and religio-ideological networks of power whic
uphold the Christo-Marxist ruling classes. For a partial discussion see my article
"Religion and Communism - Part One" in V.S. Vol. I, #3.

David Friedman, The Machinery of Freedom (New York: Harper Row, 1375) p. 184.

Jerome Tuccille, Radical Libertarianism (New York: Harper Row, 1970) p. 71.
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Tuccille, Op Cit pp. 83, 91.
5. Friedman, Op Cit p. 189.

6. The use of nuclear weapons has been correctly identified as a morally question-
able use of non-specific retaliation against innocent populations. Defense and re-
taliatory force should ideally be employed against individual aggressors, not
against enslaved and hostage populations.

7. Considerable work has been done in non-military forms of area defense and in
regards to "civilian resistance", for example: Adam Roberts, Civilian Resistance
as_a National Defense, (Middlesex, England: Penguin Books, 1969).

8. See my "Warrior Psychology of the Anarcho-capitalist Revolutionary" V.S. Vol. I,
#1.

9. The masterful historical novel details the gross military blunders of Tsarist
Russia's military command in regards to the terrible defeat sustained early in the
First World War in the battle of Tannenberg in East Prussia. Alexander Solzhenitsyr,

August 1514 (New York: Bantam Books, 1974).

CHILDREN'S RIGHTS AND INCEST DECRIMINALIZATION

1. Probably the most acute example of libertarian iconoclasm is Walter Block's
Defending the Undefendable (New York: Fleet Press, 1976) which makes logical arqu-
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