
Warrior Ethic
The following is an attempt to answer sonn basic questions on
the "Warrior Psychology" published in the first issue of Versus
State. The art'icle negins with an extended quote from a
Tetter subm'itted to us by John Long. I consider his statement
as representative of the metaphysic of muscle, or action
djvorced from consc'ious identity. My answer to Mr. Long follows
hi s statment,.

LONG'S STATEMENT

"...Slomon's statement referring to the Anarcho-capitaljst warrior (sic), "The
fear of death js lost in the pride of accomplishment", is functionally inaccurate.
The experienced, compet'itively-oriented, profess'iona'l military mercenary is not remote-
1y interested in dy'ing. Death'is defeat, death is the loss of everything of reai
value. FaceC with an absolute critical chojce even surrender is preferable. Therein
remains a chance to fight aga'in and at least occupy some of the enemies time' manpower,
and suppf ies.

"The most common causes of death and injury amongst conscripts, "cit'izen volun-
teers", and a raw miljtia are lack of proper tra'in'ing, lack of proper motivatjon, and
lack of proper confidence. "Bad luck" trails far behind.

"The amateur soldier often believes it is "honorable" to d'ie for his country or
cause. This belief has the insjdious effect of making him more susceptable to being
killed or injured. This in turn makes the amateur a detrinent to his military organ-
ization. In- dying, or becoming 'in jured, he increases h'is comrade's jeopardy. The

avai l able fi repoweris decreased, tacti cal effi cacy i s reduced, and an unnecessary
burden is placed on iogistical services.

"The profess jonal rrercenary trajns and fights to win as an 'individual. It is as

such that he'is compensated. To win he must live. He must want to live more than
anything else conceivable. He fears for hjs life. He feels the same gut-boiling,
gorge-tit1ing, diaphoret'ic, bladder-empty'ing, bowel-evacuating fear any rational human

6xp6riences in the face of violent agonizing death. He uses his fear to advantage.
It motivates him to develop and hone-his skjlls and condition to maximum potent'ial:
no holds barred.

"He learns to subl'imate and control the physiological effects of fear and channel
the resultant energy into clear-headed accurate situation analys'is and effective
vi olent phys'i ca1 act'ion .

"What about preserving the'integrity of cument m'ilitary intel'ligence. One may

ask, "ls not going down filfrting or iuiclde w'isest in some situations?"

"Yes, however: any mifitary organ'ization that reveals tactically critical jnfor-
mat'ion on other than an absolut-e need-to-know basis, to'its iunior officers and

ems deserves to be defeated..."

SLOMON'S ANSWER

Before commencing my rebuttal,I want to point out that my oniginal 3rti9.le."The
14arrior Psychology of"thL Anarcho-capital'ist Revolutionary" does not deal with the
specit'ics of tfre-military occupat'ion _pef le,?ut with the warrior psycho,lgSV of tf'e
rbvolutionary'personal'ity. In fact, tn *y first footnote I state that "Revolutjonary
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is neant in the broadest sense of new ideas and approaches", thus, it cou'll apply
to jn architect, doctor, eng'ineer, political organjzer as well as to a mjlitary pro-
fessional. Hence, when I aiserted the d'isappearance of one's fear of death as a conse-
quence of an ultimate ethical integrati.on, I *p: not referring to the often necessary
p[Vlirtog'ical anxiety, apprehensjoi and fear which may grip individuals undergoing

briat riir of bodily- r'a"ir'' to themselves, nor was I EEvocating reckless and purpose'less
d^porure of oneself to harm or fatality. I.was, rathe., discussing lhe prjmacy of
iabntity and the fulfillment of one's conscious ethical 'identity w'ithout the para-
lyzing psycho-epistemolog'ica1 self-doubt which affljcts advanced human be'ings

The fear to which I am referring
js the lack of courage which comes of a failure of intellect to grqsp the metgphysica]
givens of life and diath, i.e., that the laws of reality (what Rand would call the
;primacy of existence") governing non man-made universe are unalterable and that the
ohty tfing humans can chinge js ihemselves and thejr constructs. A warrior is, thus,
one who faces the prospect of death serenely but who has the courage to live.under
great odds to ach'ieve the most extrernely difficult tasks at great rjsks to hjmself.
dontrary to Long's belief, courageous men and wonen do not try to expose themselves
to unnecessary risk or act recklessly as might an aberrant personality seeking.a
false sense of esteem. My whole staiement in the "Warrior PsychotogV'] deals.w'ith
the mechanjsms of matupity and not with the juvenile forms of fanat'icism most general 1y

associated w.ith reiig'ion'iim. My assert'ion ii tnat one's fear of dying (and of liv'ilq
iiuu.rirj ii rost .in the pride 

-of 
accomplishment -- not in the dis-accompfishment of

one's existence for a monentary flush of ecstasy'

The type of personality I am talk'ing about would be far more dependable-in, a

fire-f.ight or unOlr a piofoirgeo war than-Mr. Long's mercenalje:. First of all,he would

be f.igfriing because he consciously understood.hja cause to be true. His military
proteisioniiism would be based on"his dedicat'ion to his own highly-developed ethical
identity -- not meieiy on r'ii a.tires for monetary remuneration. I hasten to add

that there is noining"wrong with being a mergelary_-- in any field of endeavor -- only

that it .is jnferior in terms of wfrit ir'J indivjduil experiehces as h'is identity. And,

more sign.if.icantly, in regaras to Ni. Long'? point-of-vjew, it is mjlitarily'inferior'
Mercenaries can do an excellent job but tieir'motivation and dependabitity'is always

quesiionaur". q..pi. *ho rlght ?or a cause, and who are w'illing to risk their lives
when necessary (i:6:-*ri.n thdi r vot untari'ly accepted command -structure 

orders ), are

more dependable. A general fac'ing i1.n.ry_.forcb composed of dedicated troops ably

trained and led, ruri-not only be'aut. to ti.to an abiy-tra'ined and well-led body of
troops but one which'is at lelst as dedjcated. There is no substitute in warfare

for ded.ication. And this is wnere Nr. Long's mercenary-survive-at-any-cg:t thesis
flounders. It may work for mercenuri"r wh6 depart when the going ge.ts u'ltra-tough

but it does not work for the miiiiirv professional whose life is ded'icated to the

defense of philosophical .ideals in t-he'concrete form of a political cause. I assert

that nrercenar.ies cannot win aga'inlt un equal number of equally trained, experienced

and arned warriors who are dedi.ut"O to dneir cause and w'i1'ling to die for it'

More significantly, I detect jn Mr. Long's statement a mistrust of abstract
ideals -- a kind of action-orieiied pragmatiim we have seen enthroned'in the form of
the ctjnt Eastwooa-rivj. anti-h;;;.'nilrrougn I don't doubt the limited efficacv of
this stoic breed of Amerj.uo .ynil'ir*, it 'i; stil l an abemation rather than a model

for emulation. 
-people-who 

navi: no iJ6ars, just the tenac'ity to ljve through it all'
no matter what, are djstorted aaiptaiions-ii a.world withoui values. I assert the'ir

Iives are mean.ingless to themsei;!;-ir-;ny iunaanental sense. More than that, they

are generally undependable in reiiiionsrri"ps w!jch transcend personal face-to-face

1oya1t.ies. This I'know from exieri.n.. ur ".tt as from reasoned 1ogic. In spite of
all the mov'ies to the contrd'lr in.-tolotcy.cle gang mqmbgl: although prone to violence

and reckt.r, u.ii,-ii not a aLienaini.-unvirringi it is this type which one often
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finds as the mercenary -- a fact well docurnented by their conduct in Angola and Rhodesia.

_ .As ] previous'ly said, the Warnior Psycho'logy'is not limited to military pro-
fessionals but applies universally to all individuals capable of advanced cbnsciousness.
Mr. lonq's_pglition provides no scope for a developed personal identity -- merely
survived of biological existence. I assert to the contrary, that to live fully as a
human being requires a defined standard of values which ultimately exceed in iirportance
even one's continued existence. This js not an entreaty for suicide. Far from it,I call for the maintenance of personal identity come what may. If one follows the
iogic of Mr. Long's position to its final outconn, one would-have to forsake all ab-stract ideals -- a loss of identity entailing a form of 'liv'ing death.

Having answered Mr. Long who attacks my position from one end,l w'ill take this
occasion to clarify my djfferences with the epistemo-ethical dualism thesis of Mr.
Larry Frost.l lfris- poi'ition is interesting in that it expioits the sarne basic amb'iguity
as does Mr. Long but arrives at a vastly d'ifferent position though approx'imately
equally erroneous. Mr. Frost's thesis is that to serve effectivety in a militaiy
situation one must be willing to obey commands which could lead to loss of one's-life,
thus, one must be altrujstic to serve adequately as a m'il'itary professional. The
philosophical consequence of this viewpo'int is to dissolve the unity of any objective
epistemological or ethical viewpoint. In social terms it necessjtates the risi of
a caste system and'it is interesting that similar views are found in the Hindu caste
system.

Although one can argue that rational mjlitary service does not or should.not
entail the equivalent of a libertarian bushido, it is obvious that circumstances may
require its de facto equivalence in pracTTce. Thus, the question enters whether, in
essence, riskjng or g'iving one's life for the performance of one's mission is neces-
sarily a sacrifice, i.e,,the surrender of a higher value for a lower value. I assert
it does not necessarily constitute a sacrifice jf, in fact, the indivjdual considersit of supreme importance to his 'identity. Aithough existence is necessary to
consciousness and identity in an ontological sense, once evolved, one's identity must
of 1ogjc become paramount in one's life. Thus, conscious identity must take prece-
dence in a mature personality over even existence itself.

There is then no need for positing an altruistic position for the military
profession which is the prime rationale for Mr. Long's exclusjve nercenarism and Mr.
Frost's dualist position. An individual experiences satisfaction through the use of
abstract concepts. Even emotions are the result of the prior learning and acceptance
of conceptual value standards. Although in defective personalities the entjre process
of value standards appears more or less intuitive and unexplicit, a ratjonal and
healthy personality requires definition of values at all levels. Th'is process of
precise defin'ition of one's standard of value becomes the essence of one's life and
action. As such the consistent integration of personal ethical standard and act'ion
rises with one's maturity to the pinnacle of one's priorities. There is no other
process which is harmonious with a conscious entity.

In the minds of some we may still have a problem. The libertarian ethic asserts
that one's life is one's highest value. That an individual is an end in himself. That
achieving onFTown happiness should and must be one's goa'|, that is if one is to be
rational. Altruism and self-sacrifice are absolutely abhorant to the libertarian,
as they must be to any rational be'ing. But is there not a contradiction here between
the requirements of warfare which are real and cannot be denied and the requ'irements
of self-interest which are just as real? Does not warfare ultimately enta'il the
not'ion of self-sacrifice? And if so, is it not diametrica'l'ly opposed to the liber-
tarian ideal of rational selfishness? Ethjcal 1y a ljbertarian will never sumender
a higher value for a lower value, nor can he ask it of others and remain true to his
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\
The nature of rational consc'iousness'is essentjal for the understanding of

Rnarcno-capita'liit eifriis and rights theory. Conventjonal statjst ideolog'ies o.bscure

ir,. ou.rr1ding importance of coniciousness and'identity. This partly mot-jvated by the
altruist-collectjuist derund for the egalitarian reduction of the role of the basjc

.goii*-or-inaividuats. Our whote phil6soph{ al9 po'l'it'ical ideology rests on.vol'ition-
al consc.iousness and ethical identity as bujective necessitjes of a developed human

nature.
- R'ichard R. Slomon

hIARRIOR ETHIC - Continued from page 17

own credo. And th'is'is fine in capitalist society where ratjonal self-interest
leads individuals to create and prbduce values for voluntary exchange'in the market-
p1ice. Each trades goods of lo-wer value to hjmself than those he recejves jn exchange.

ffit is the basis foi Creator Class life, outside of thwarting certain crim'inal
aberrations, the conflict level of war as i have defined it does not fit. Is there an

unnriJgeable epistennlogical and ethical d'ichotomy between Creator and Warriorin
ljbertarian society?

No there is not. The Warrjor does not surrender a h'igher value for a lower
value which is the essence of a sacrifical act. The essential idea of a libertarian
Creator.is that ui i o.ing he ma'intains integrity by living according 19 his nature.
This neans his life's proiession, is to reet the challenge of real conditions and

tiiumpfr over them. The conscioutness that he is doing thil t: the basjs for hjs
self-esteem and fulfillment,i.e.,his happiness. The sum of the values he consciously
holds and the attjtudes which he has carbtutly adopted the requirenents of his life
are the.orpon.ni. Jr his identity. His physical existence'is not denied but ulti-
maierv jt i; the values which he identifjbs-as himself which are supreme _in-his l'ife.
fne r6quirements;i iling u Warrior or meeting the challenge-of reality fu1]v |na
unequivocally are-exicilv the heroic requirem6nts in principle.which rule the life
of the Creator. 

-ey'iiirmpning in meetirig the requ'irements.gI his profession' the
wur"io1^ is bejng i6rtisrr in tfre most ultimate sense. He wi'l'l permit nothing from

interfering from his maximizing of h'is own self-ident'ity. Not even the continuation
of his own physical existence.

In fact, th.is primacy of self-jdent'ily js the basis for the heroism of the
fjctionat characilrl a"pitt.d i; Ayn-Randii novels At'!as=shrussed.and.The. lg!rl!ainhead.
It is discernable in a number of professions. These jnclude architect' steelmaKer'

miner, and scienlisl. The princiilte interest of each characterization is 'in the

lni.giiiv ot their work as Lrre cehtrat validat'ion of one's life to oneself. The

primary interesi is not in prrysicji survival pgr se but in maintain'ing an integrity
of values with the requ.irements of life as a ilfrote. Iron'ica1.]y, it'is the Warrior's
epistemological'r.quii.rent i1 the necessity gI his work, of h'is m'ission' wh'ich

h.ighlights tne true ireioism of iiueitarian ielfishness. A selfishness wh'ich springs

from a maximal .identification with truth. A self ishness which is the w'il l'ingness to

wrench a conscioriiv explicit seii-'identity from the iaws of fear and ambivalence'
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