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expressions of altruist-collectivist Residualism and anarchoid Ideahism. For instance,
we are opposed to the Residualist acceptance of the minimal state and the prohibition
of fraud as both of these effectively render the achievement of a non-coercive society
impossible. We are equally opposed to Idealism which paralyzes the movement with its
polemic against political action. This has effectively reduced the LP's means to

that of "educationalist" campaigns.

The consequence of Residualist and Idealist tendencies has been to divert, dis-
tract and dilute the strength and vision of the libertarian movement. Because of it
our limited opportunity at this point in history may be lost to us. The Objectivist
philosophical movement, although embodying a robust assertion of Rational Egoism, has
been disastrous in its disillusionment of what should have been a radical capitalist
vanguard of the Anarcho-capitalist Revolution. Under the ideologically inept Teader-
ship of Ayn Rand, many precious years were lost in the formation of a revolutionary
political leadership. Instead of guiding her acolytes toward technically effective
political work, Rand actually squelched any tendency for political action -- prefering
to emphasize the impossible pipe-dream of a capitalist cultural "renaissance".

As Radical Anarcho-capitalists we are not at all surprised by the "Objectivist
debacle" (as it is called by Edith Efronl). It is altogether predictable for several
jmportant reasons. Heading the 1ist is Rand's minimal state thesis, so savagely
demolished by Roy Childs, Jr., that it never held the slightest chance of providing
an intellectually or ideologically defensible basis for radical political change.

The fiery, egoist rebelliousness of her fictional works in the first two decades of
her writing career was not ideologically translated in her non-fictional philosophical
writings. In sum, Rand's Objectivist movement never amounted to more than a romanti-
cized Conservatism revolving around an erratic and often irrational cult leader. The
only noteworthy effect of the Objectivist movement was the widespread adoption among
a significant minority of middle class youth of a rigorously devout adherence to a
non-religious ethic. Unfortunately, this devotion and rigor had no effective outlet
in concrete achievements. Rand failed to anticipate that commercial, intellectual,
scientific or artistic accomplishments in themselves were entirely inadequate to ful-
£i11 the revolutionary political requirements of her egoist ethical base. She failed
to understand that an atheist-egoist personality more or less freed from the psycho-
epistemological shackles of altruist-collectivism cannot function happily in a statist
environment, unless it is actively combatting statism. Strangely enough, Rand
depicted the enormous anguish and frustration experienced by Objectivist-type heroes
in a statist society in her novels. She has them dynamiting welfare housing projects
and establishing hidden (and illegal) communities and performing commando-style raids
and shooting guards but in real life she demanded of her followers a meticulous ob-
servance of the law. Political involvement was stringently limited to voting for
Nixon and Ford and writing letters to the editor. To this day, Rand continues to
excoriate and proscribe the Libertarian Party. Rand effectively produced a movement
which combined the philosophy of a lion (more or less) with the political ideology

of a rabbit. Such a disfunctional monster was bound to be shortlived.

The Objectivist debacle which continues to afflict the libertarian movement is
motivated by a deep psychological misapprehension of the needs of a rational egoist
personality. Further complicating this is the peculiar class psychology of its natural
constituency. Here also, Radical Anarcho-capitalist ideology offers an approach to
mass psychosocial dynamics as well as a superior insight into the personal require-
ments of rational egoism. We assert that pacifism and withdrawal from political
struggle are contrary to the natural needs of a rational-egoist in our era. The
white middle-class youth who flocked to Rand, and who continue to inundate the
libertarian movement have suffered a terrible debilitation. One observes that they

have been aseptically sheltered from childhood violence and sexual precocity. Their
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lives are a1moét foreordained to the achievement of programmatic career objectives
and material-financial acquisition. They are a generation which has not achieved a
rite of passage into maturity. Their intellectual distrust of totalitarian statism
is not matched by an authentic trust in their own strength or in a fully achieved
independence from the protective shelter of authoritarian institutions. This psychology
of inadequacy in the concrete realm can only be worked out in our era in political
struggle. Otherwise the entire potential constituency of rational egoism will be con-
signed to an emasculated Conservatism.

The psycho-social character of the Objectivist rank-and-file which is also
equally descriptive of many "radical libertarians” is one disposed to view political
action in a pacifistic, reformist and evolutionary mode. Their psychological orien-
tation towards personal distaste for physical combat and their class position as the
educated and upwardly mobile upper middle-class elite has strengthened their tendency
to rationalize a de facto acceptance of the State. There is a widespread implicit
acceptance that the State can be changed through purely reform measures advanced by a
series of rational object lessons to the masses and to the administrators and poli-
ticians of the inherent efficiency of the free market. The view is that the State is
painting itself in a corner ideologically by the increasingly obvious contradictions
of its previous interventions. Thus, goes the rationale, people will be Tlooking for
alternatives to the statist mess and the Libertarian Party will gain power to throw
the rascals out and depromulgate their policies.

An extension of this naiveté is the even more delerious view that once the
minimal state is achieved, the forces for complete abolition will be allowed to go
on to throw out the work of the minarchists. The libertarian movement is pictured by
many as a happy train with the minarchists riding only as far as "Constitutional
Republic" Station, thence, cheerily waving goodby to their erstwhile friends the
Anarchists as they chug forth to "Abolition" Station. We Radical Anarcho-capitalists
have no intention of staying on the minarchist "line" because we know, that just past
"Constitutional Republic" Station is our wreck and destruction. No, we want this
vehicle to get on track to the abolition of the State. We don't mind if the min-
archists ride with us as long as they are willing to pay the fare and take the bumps!

As Radical Anarcho-capitalists, we find that attitude which views the State as
lending itself to substantial reforms,i.e..a change resulting in the voluntary accep-
tance by statists of a fundamental weakening of the State's power over its subjects,
as ridiculous and incredible! How can anyone of sound mind believe in the light of
history and the existing structure of world political economy that the great predator,
the State, will accept a threat to its interests? A1l law, constitutions, and
governing institutions, whatever the original intentions of their founders, have
become mere tools to preserve the power of the statists and their constituencies. Let
any group seriously threaten that power, and the State will quickly drop whatever is
left of its pretense of legal equality and constitutional adherence and smash its
adversaries. Even now, when there is no significant challenge to their power, the
statists in the United States, generally acknowledged as relatively better, have
worked terrible violations of individual rights and openly abrogated the constitu-
tional basis of law. There is no longer a constitutional protection of life and
property in this country! There is no dependable basis for recourse to constitutional
protection of rational law. We live in a social-democratic state controlled by one
party which has raised legal barriers to the rise of any non social-democratic poli-
tical party. The LP, or even the Republicans, cannot win ever (unless they become
social democratic), because their natural constituencies are constrained by electoral
law from helping them. More significantly, the present structure of political economy,
legislated into existence and ramified by administrative law, has created dominant
constituencies for the social democrats. We live in a corporate state which is
solidifying its structure and we have not the political power to prevent it through



reform tactics alone.

The idea of a neutral State which permits reformist, democratic change, no longer
applies, if it ever did! The constraints we see now, although substantive, are modest
compared to what will occur overnight if the LP, or something Tike it, should begin
to succeed.

Empirical evidence of this lies no further away than in those wonderful demo-
cracies, so ostensively sensitive to the rights of its citizens -- Canada, Britain,
and Denmark. In Canada, evidence is mounting that the Royal Canadian Mounted Police
(a sort of combined CIA and FBI) has been waging disruptive activities against the
Joyal opposition parties and now, the Trudeau government is placing enormous legal
pressure on the opposition party to back down from its incisive criticism. The situ-
ation is even worse in Britain where government operated postal services now collabor-
ate with union strong-arm groups against non-union firms. In Denmark, we have the
spectacle of Mogen Glistrup, head of the anti-taxation Progress Party jailed on
trumped charges of tax-fraud.

The Radical Anarcho-capitalist position on the State, thus, is that it can be
trusted only to do one thing, use every power it has to trample its enemies. No matter
how peaceful you are, or how soft-spoken and benevolent you are, the statists will
find a way of arresting and imprisoning you. And it will not necessarily be the
direct and open police-power of the State which will attack you but their constituents.
They can send in a few hundred union thugs with clubs and chains to your meetings and
beat your brains in and they will not be reported in the statist press, nor will you
?et protection from the police who will look the other way! Your hard-won elections

if any) will be Tost through vote fraud and other manipulations. Your leaders will
be assassinated. Firms and groups friendly to you will be either bought off or in-
timidated. You will be slandered and harassed on trumped charges in the courts.
Gangs of armed thugs will burst into your homes and murder your families. A good
example is the recent kidnap and murder of West German capitalist, Hans Martin Schleyer, one
among numerous collective-statist-instigated atrocities being employed to intimidate
oppositional forces in Western Europe. Government investigative agencies will keep
your active elements under constant surveillance and make every attempt to prosecute
them. You will be denied jobs and admission to institutions of higher education and
passed over for promotion. (A situation which already exists in the form of Affirmative
Action programs which not only discriminate against white males but include none-too
subtle criteria such as "community service" designed to screen out rational egoists).
A1l of this the State apparatus can do and does now. In an "authoritarian" situation,
the sky is the limit.

As Radical Anarcho-capitalists we have no illusions about the State. We expect
that all governments will continue to close ranks in maintaining a world order against
their subject peoples. They will come to abuse all libertarians and critics of the
State, no matter how peaceful and "reasonable", as scapegoats for their failures.

Even at this stage, we can detect gross contradictions and cowardice in the so-called
"human rights" campaign of the Carter administration. The future of human rights is
clearly announced in the latest debacles and capitulations of the Helsinki Accord
representatives at Belgrade this year. In the past year we have seen the annihilation
of over one-million persons of the Cambodian middle class effectively disregarded by
the left statist-controlled institutions and demands by the U.S. Ambassador to the
U.N., Andrew Young and British Foreign Secretary David Owen for inclusion of the
Marxist terrorists in the recent Rhodesian settlement for black majority rule when,
in fact, the terrorists are representative of a small minority and have committed
numerous atrocities on the civilian population. These, and numerous other events,
are confirmation of our view that statism is rapidly evolving worldwide into more
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from the leader of Seychelles' Democratic Party, one Mr. Jimmy "Jet Set" Mancham.

When queried about the future of the Democratic Party, Mr. Rene responded, "It has not
been banned. It has simply disappeared." Once again, unless one's brains have self-
destructed, it is not difficult to imagine how an entire party "simply disappeared".

The above imperfect understanding of republican democracy has a further expression
in African legal institutions. In Mr. Sekou Torre's Guinea there are "economic police"
(That conjures up a picture, does it not?) who meddle in everything which attracts
their attention. Recently, a large number of African market women marched on Mr. Torre's
residence to protest the doings of the "economic police"; several were shot down and
the remainder faced trial before that model judicial organ, the Tribunal of the Nation-
al Revolutionary Council.

And while on the subject of the creative use of militias, Mr. Obasanjo, the
Nigerian Head of State, has lately been ventilating on the need for "discipline at all
levels of Nigerian life." Therefore, soldiers are now in classrooms "to enforce
discipline in Nigerian schools." One Nigerian colonel, taking his cue from rhetoric
common in Mozambique, noted that "the soldiers would assist in physical training and
coaching sports, and ensure orderliness during outings."

Despite the misery suggested in these horror stories, the above rulers and their
countries are by no means the worst in Africa. What about the trouble spots? There
is the area which was once Spanish Equatorial Africa. According to a recent article
in the New York Times, the country has become 1iterally "depopulated" -- what with
refugees escaping the Marxist regime and large numbers of those citizens remaining
adorning town streets as corpses. Or there is Mr. Said Barre's Somalia where it is
punishable by death to speak with a foreigner. Or there is Mr. Mengistu's Ethiopia
where one London Spectator correspondent reported the execution of "dozens of hundreds"
of students and who described a "dawn parade of 100,000 peasant soldiers, with Russian
weapons and North Korean uniforms, who marched through the streets shouting 'Death!
Death!'" Or there is Mr. Idi Amin's Uganda..., etc.

So, what is the point of this article? Ought we Westerners to tone down our
criticism of South Africa? No. South African racial policies deserve their lumps;
the rage of an ambitious Black in South Africa can only be appreciated if we multiply
by a hundred times the anger experienced by white males who have experienced, if
usually only mildly, Affirmative Action injustices. The point of this article is to
offer campus readers a wider perspective on African affairs and to suggest that having
brutalized old-fashioned Polish anti-semitism, there is still room for adverse comment
on Hitler's concentration camps.

-Larry C. Parr

RADICAL ANARCHO-CAPITALISM - Continued from page 8

advanced stages of tyrannical violence, and that its final stage requires mass incar-
ceration and slaughter of all potential oppositional forces.

In contrast to the moderate, pacifistic and reformist and retreatist Tibertarians
which now dominate the movement, we assert the need to prepare for revolutionary
political action. Adoption of a revolutionary programme requires a.number of preT1m1nary
preparations. The most important is the explicit adoption of a Radical Anarcho-capi-
talist objective of abolishing and dismantling the State with no acceptance of the
intermediary minimal-state stage. In doing this we must understand that there is no
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contradiction between what is ethically desirable and what is "practical”. Human
identity requires freedom whatever the difficulties. We must be prepared from the
outset to maintain the Revolution against any reactionary attempt to re-establish
coercive jurisdictional monopolies. We already know that every governmental function
presently monopolized and coercively imposed by the State can be more efficiently and
justly provided by voluntary free market means. This includes the police, courts and
military functions.

An equally important preparation prior to the adoption of a revolutionary pro-
gramme is full acceptance of a total war stance regarding the State. We must accept
the necessity and desirability of creating underground police, courts and military
from the outset. These institutions must be integrated with black market commercial
operations and above-ground reform political parties and other fronts. We must
organize a military force eventually capable of providing effective area defense for
the national political region in question during the depowering of the State apparatus.
Our revolution must never suffer the consequences of the French Revolution of 1789 or
of the Kerensky Government in the Russian Revolution. If we plan to succeed, we
must plan from the outset to protect the Revolution from powerful internal forces of
reaction and attack from abroad. Our military forces will be sustained upon the
defeat of the State by their ownership of the Federal Lands having no present rightful
owners. The proceeds from the lease and sale of these lands will insure the strength
and independence of our revolutionary military forces.

Military force is essential to the establishment of a revolutionary programme.
Without it, the abolitionist political forces will have no means for retaliation
against statist attack or for maintaining disciplinary action against non-statist
brigands and those who betray our cause through breach of agreement. For example,
we will need large and constant sources of capitalization -- one of the main sources
of which will be i11icit commercial operations. We will not only have to be able to
defend ourselves against the State but against the predations of established criminal
syndicates which already oeprate as an arm of statist coercion. The present extent
of "Organized Crime" revenues is estimated at 100 billion dollars annually. There is
no reason why eventually the Radical Anarcho-capitalist movement should not coopt
this economic base.

Thus, from the outset, a revolutionary programme must consider three separate
but interrelated levels and spheres of operations. The most basic is the revolu-
tionary military underground for without it, nothing can be effected in concrete
political terms. No one will respect our movement, and few will join us unless we
have the demonstrated muscle to defend our interests and to retaliate against aggres-
sors. Even our ability to operate on a politically "above-ground" basis will be dir-
ectly related to our underground strength. Winning elections means controlling
neighborhoods, and demonstrating street-level strength to the workaday masses. We
must be able to remedy injustice on a personal level in direct defiance of the State's
monopolies. We cannot win at the polls in any widespread sense until the people
lose their respect for the State as the ultimate power in their lives. Only with well
organized armed force strictly directed and motivated by an explicit programme and
ethical code, can our above-ground politics gain support and acceptance. Abolition
of the State can have no credibility unless it is backed by armed force. The ineffec-
tuality of the present moderate Anarcho-capitalist-led Libertarian Party is due pre-
cisely to: (1) a lack of defined transitional plans, and (2) a lack of credible,
physical means. The people are no fools. They know libertarianism must abolish the
State and to do that, it must have the ability and willingness to employ force.

The natural alliance between our black market commercial operations, above-ground
political apparatus and our underground revolutionary forces must be worked out in
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formal «accord as between private firms. Our political apparatus will, of course, not
be Timited to one party but will operate in all practical spheres - Democratic,
Republican, Libertarian, Socialist, etc. Political candidates for office covertly

in support of our position (or at least willing to collaborate for non-ideological
purposes) will, according to agreement, receive our support in return for their aid
in office. A1l of this will require a powerful economic base able to produce high
rates of return on investment. Not only will the black market underground provide
funds for "buying" politicians but all-necessary forms of intelligence gathering

and i1licit skills for the political apparatus.

Our military force must of course be voluntary, however, once volunteers have
accepted contractual obligations to serve they may, as stipulated in their agreement,
lose their 1ife for failure to perform assigned duties or betraying their associates.
These and other problems arising within the revolutionary apparatus will have to be
adjudicated by underground courts through the application of our own legal system.

- Parsons Lingg
SPLITTING UP! - Continued from page 12

sion of Anarcho-capitalist theory. We should be glad that Efron is accentuating the
differences between minarchists and anarchists, as it will permit the formulation of

a revolutionary programme unhindered by constitutionalist republican misgivings or
faint-heartedness. The programme must, of course, move irreconcilably and unalterably
towards the total abolition and dismantlement of the State. Only by providing a
radically different alternative to Statism which is Togically consistent can we hope
to attract the support of the American people. Efron's minimal statism has no chance
of do1ng_th1s. It may have some transient appeal to that sector of society which
momentar1]y benefits from statist capitalism or who suffer from the chauvinist cultural
nostalgia of a bygone era but ultimately it will fail. Anarcho-capitalism is the
future, Statism the past. We have a total cure for the i11s of our epoch. Those who
hate Communism, not only in form but in essence, should join us, for we are the true
antagonists and ideological conquerors of altruist-collectivism. Efron and the rest
of thg Objectivist debacle have no chance of defeating Communism through statism of
any kind, they will only contribute to its rise as did the misguided Conservatism of
Bismark, Hitler, Nixon et al.

Vanquish the State!

CONSCIOUSNESS, IDENTITY, AND NATURAL RIGHTS - Continued from page 14

As things get more complex the chances for error increases and with it the success
rate falls. In evolved conscious beings, however, survival is ultimately a concern
of the individual. The actual experience of one's consciousness ultimately becomes the
overriding value. The disintegration of one's neighbor organisms is not proof for the
dismissal of identity. A conscious organism does not live to copy error -- that would
be against its developed nature. And, in fact, the whole idea of consciousness is
development. The inherent dynamism of consciousness and its ethical crystallization
goes against the simplistic Goodson-Longinotti ploy which substitutes a static reifi-
cation of what has to be a process. A process, which in terms of human experience
and psycho-epistemology must take place in the a-historical Now. Thus, ethical identity,
the personal experience of one's worth, of one's own existentially consistent geometry
of value, is probably the most direct, most knowable phenomenon of a conscious Tife.
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